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The Reyh frequently ſpoken of, and to which the Reader is 
ſometimes referred, is Toleratiovs Fenco Removed &c. 


— 


TT 


T is long ſince the moſt judicious of my Acquaintance reckoned that this 
Paper-confli concerning T o/eration was carried even as far as the matter 
doth require, and that it had degenerated into a mere Scolding on the - 

art of thoſe that plead for it, whereupon I was reſolved to take no notice 
of the Pamphlets lately emitted, viz. The full and final Anſwer &c. The Ex- 
tempore Debate & c. The Short Charafler & 4 They containing nothing new, 
_ unleſs it be ſome ſtroaks of ſupercilious pride, ſome ſcoffing and bitter Ex- 
preſſions, and unjuſt Recriminations, and tome contentious Wranglings 
concerning matters of Fact, which make nothing for them tho they were 
true, as many of them to my own certain knowledge are monſtruouſly falſe; 
however to ſtop the mouth of the Adverſary, and that they may not have 
the leaft pretence, | have ſurveyed theſe abovementioned ſheets, and [ pre- 
ſume that when you have a ſpare hour, ye will conſider my obſervations 
on them. - 1 V 
I ſhall begin with The full and final eAnſwer, for judgeing them accord- 
ing to their bulk and weight I could not refuſe it the preference, and firſt 
of all | muſt obſerve that tho he is very careful to mark the page of the 

Plan Dealing all along, yet it ſeems he found it not for his intereſt many 

times to direct his Reader to the page and leaf of the Paper he pretends to 

Anſwer z] He vainly alledges | paſſed over his hardeſt Arguments, 

and l do deciare I found none of his Arguments hard. and when | paſſed 

over any thing in his Paper, it was truely becauſe I found it fully Anſwered 

before, or becauſe I found it ſo palpably extraneous to the Debate, or 

_ trifling that the meaneſt capacity might obſerve it to be ſo I am not ſo 

unconcerned in the matter under Debate, as to let any thing paſs that I 

- Juppoſed would do the leaft prejudice to the Cauſe, yea I will adventure 
d tell this Gentleman, I might have over-looked his whole Book, and g. 
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ven him and it that ſhort. diſpatch, . Thar it contained nothing new 
and to the purpoſe, but what has been Anſwered again and again, ] ſaid 
ſome ſuch thing in the beginning of the Reply, and he takes notice of it P. 
4. And firſt he tells ine, he will make nie ſenſible before he has done 
that there was ſomething new in his Plan Dealing, I confels if his Deaurg 
had bren Plain, it would ha ve been ſomething new indeed, but ir is found 
not to be ſo, tor he hath ſerved us atter the old manner ſtill, but doth he 
mean ſome new Argument, or old ones further improven, then | muſt 
fay he is not ſo good as his word, but let him not think I reflect upon his 
honefty, Men may be forced to fail of their promiſe, it not being in 
their power to perform, | only ſay he was raſh in promiſing, for in his 
whole Paper, there {hall nor be found any thing new and ot weight which paſ- 
| {cd without aReply, {2} He tells me if thoſe earlier Papers emit- 
1 ted by them had been Aniwered, be might have -received tolerable ſattifa- 
| Arn, and conlequently ſpared his pains, but ſays he, the Anſwers were 
mere jugle &c. Good Sir! yeu are not our judge, ye are too much a par- 
ty for that office, the impartial and judicious Reader muſt examine the 
maatter, and to kim I freely appeal. [3 He falls heavy upon me, as 
immodeſt and unmannerly, for calling his Paper old and borrowed thoughts 
| in a new drefs, and yet in the next line he tells me, that the Author of the 
Letter might have faid of it, as the young Prophet of the Ax, 2 Kings 
| 6. 5. 44 Maſterit was borrowed, but borrowed or not, it has galled 
| this Gentleman and 2thers of his ſtamp to that degree, that every one of 
them who has appeared in Print found himſelf under ſome Obligation to try 
his ſtrength, in wreſtling with it: Whereby it appears, that it lyes nearer 
their heart, than they are willing toowny and that they think, they are 
never able to do en ugh againſt it; and notwithſtanding of all their Efforts, 
I appeal to the impartial Reader if that Letter maintains not its ground, 
and triumphs in the field, however this Gentleman in his own experience 
may nd how powerful the influence of Example is, and thereſore conſide- 
ring how that his Brother, the Author of the Coſe pag. tells his Reader; 
now the Letter from a Gentleman 1 fully Conſiderea, f which yet was not 
truc ] che reft of thew Papers being the ſame Diſh ſerved up in different Sauces , 
they may be reckoned all Anſwered. He ſhould not have quarrelled my Free- 
dom, but perhaps the Author of the Caſe is a Man of cminent Degrees a- 
bove Rules; and therefore it may be Arrogancy and the hight of Incivili- 
ty in ordinary Men to uſe his Freedom. I inuſt not forget how this modeſt 
and mannerly Man pag. 3, is pleaſed to tell the World, that the Reply is : 
uff 4 with dinge nuous Miſrepreſentationt, impertinent Dygreſſionss. ulogical In- 
ferences, nauſeous Repetuions, con fidens Afſerrtions , mpudent Denyals 58 1 
| | | : 268 Here 
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Here you have a ſwatch of his Modeſty and good Manaers to return him his 


own Words, but | am better acquaint with him, than to be ſurpriſed here- 


with, or to find him really and refolvedly doing that which he "complains 


of, and condemns others for. it is eaſy magiſterially to condemn Perſons 
and Things, and | am of cpinion that this Genth man and thoſe of his Rid- 
ney will never manage their affairs to purpoſe, where they have nor Autho- 
rity in their hands de ſpotically to condemn and Fower and external Force to 
ſuppreſs us; the Dint of Argument will not do it, the Scriptures affords our 
Adverſary none of theſe, and our Conſcicuces are ſuch thatnorhing elle will 
yeild us Conviction and Satisfaction. As for the hard Names and heavy 
Charge he advances againti me, | ſhall make no other Reply, but that of the 
Apoſilcs, 1 is 4 ſmoli thing for mee 70 be judged of Man Fudgment; my Re- 
cord is on high, my Witneſs is in Heaven, my Teftimony is in mine own 
boſom, and in the Conſciences of theſe that are acquainted with me, and 
with the matters of which I have diſcourſed and even in the Paper it ſelt, 
I have given authentick Evidences as to the matters of Fact, citeing the 
Acts of Parliament, and to this day none has raiſcd the leaſt exception againſt 
them. As to the things I advance upon my own knowledge, I defy the 
world ro reach me there, and as for ſome few Particulars 1 have by Repert, 
( which are but few, and it matters not much to the Debate in hand, tho? 
they were daſhed out) I have all the Aſſurance of them that is required in 
ſuch Caſes: Our Author will have me an angry Man, yea a Man full ef 
Malice againſt the Perſons and Principles ot Prelatical Men, I do not in 
the leaſt tegard this, it is a queſtion whither a Man would be the better or 
the worſe of his Teſtimony. As for Prelatical Principles, I do indeed hate 
them, as being inconfiftent with the Scriptures, but as for the Perſons of 
thoſe of the Prelatical Perſwaſion, | love them, and I have a great honour 
for many of them, and they are not behind with me in Teſtimonies of 
| Kindneſs and Reſpect, but it ſeems our Author meaſures other Men by 
himſelf, if he thinks Men cannot maintain their Cauſe one againſt another, 
even in Print, without being maliciouſly affected againſt the Ferſons of one 


another. | EE 
Pag. 5. He is pleaſed to tell us the Remarks on the Caſe Ge. are un- 


= worthy of the Authors regard or any Mans elſe z here is an illuſtrious Eyi- 
dence of his Modeſty and good Manners How happy would this Man be, 


if he had a Faculty to tranſubſtantiat matters into what he thinks fit to 
; 5 or call them, but matters ſtand as they are, let him call them as 
e will, nor will he [ hope be look't upon, as the infallible judge of Con- 
troverties. nl therefore after all his confident Condemnatory Sentences a- 
geinſt choſe Papers, Men of 9 will never think the worſe of ro 


[6] 


- whatever they may think of him, if when they have conſidered them they 


find Truth and Reaſon in them. And then he lays pray Sir! Wie hat the 


Knack of ſaywg and unſeying, he pretends l contradict my ſelt, the matter is 


this; ſpeaking of the Remarks on the Caſe and of the ſecond Letter, I ſaid 


this Man has not been at leaſure to take any notice of what has been con- 


tain'd in theſe Papers. | ſaid like ways, in that ſame page, that the Plan- 


Dealer kad found what was contained in them, to be too ſtrong for him, 


and that he had ſet his Thumb upon it, I am of opinion none will ſee a contra- 


iction here, that has not our Flam- , SpGales, I never doubted 
but he read theſe Papers beſore he publiſhed his Plam-Deaimg; and 
therefore I judged, that he found it for his purpoſe to carry as it he had 


not conſidered them, and to hide what is there advanced from his Reader , 
as it he had ſet his Thumb upon it. 


Page 6. He pretends in the two laſt Leaves of the Gentlemans Letter, 


it is ſtuffed with malicious and miſchievous Stories againſt Prelatiſts, It's 


good this Gentleman has learned the Knack of ſpeaking in general Terms, 
it ſeems he durſt not adventure upon Particulars, and I am very ſure there 


is not any one Story there, but the Nation is aboundantly convinced of the 
Truth of it, nor was it out of any malicious Defign , that theſe horrible 
Cruelties Presbyterians underwent in time of Prelacy were there repreſen- 
ted, but merely to refreſh the Memories of the Honourable Members of 
Parliament ſeaſonably to prevent the Church, and Nations falling under 
theſe Confuſions and Blood-ſheds under which we had ſo long groaned. 

Page. 7. He talks of Teleranion in the Days of King fame, and of the 
Indulgence by King Charles 2. but enough of theſe already, only 1 cannot 


but wonder how his Conſcience can allow him to ſay that Presbyterian Mi- 


viſters in the time of King Fames his Toleration ſpoke not one word againſt 


— 


the Errors of Rome, or of the danger of their ſpreading and prevailing in 


the Land, had ke but conſulted his worthy Brother the Author of Tolerati- 
en Defended, he would have told him that Dr. Hardie a Presbyterian 
Miniſter did then Preach againſt Peper), and he was likeways told that Mr. 
Orrock ſuffered upon the ſame Score, but it is all one to our Author, what 


15 true or what is falſe, what is ſaid or what is not ſaid . what is con- 


ſiſtent with his own Knowledge and Conſcience, and the Knowledge and 
Conſcience of the whole Nation, or not: And it ſhould be all one to me 


what he affirms or what he denys, and to all Men, ſeeing when he has a 


Story to tell, it is manifeſt he is only concerned to know whither it may 


blacken his Adverſary and prejudge unthinking Men againſt the eſtabli- 
ſhed Church, and then without any more adoe he adveucetfkir, tho ne- 
ver fo falſe, but let him ſpeak or write what he will, many thouſands can 
witneſs Presbyterian Miniſters freely and faithfully Preached and Prayed © 
againſt Popery in the Days of King Famer: I heartily wiſh God may a- 

: waken 


* * 
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waken the Conſcience, and grant hi Man Repentance and Pardon, for + 
this wilfal and moſt unacountable Reproach. | 0 . 


Page 7. He alledges I prove nimble for him, and that I labour to we | 
his own Cannon againſt him, but pretends, I am not Maſter of his Arti- 


lery, and I pretend 1 am abſolutè Maſter of it, let the impartial Reader 


judge between us: but becauſe the whole ſtreſs of the Debate between the 
Author and me lyes in what Iam now to enter upon, and conſidering _ 
that he has intermingled it with ſeveral Particulars which do darken and. 


divert: I hall endeavovr to conſider them, in the firſt place. And firſt, 
he will have us Schiſmaricks, but this Charge againſt our Church is anſwe- 


red, and fairly layed at the door of ether Remarks upon the Caſe, page 33> 
34. And-likeways in the 5, ,6 7, 8, 9, 10, and 12 pages of the Vindica- 
tion of Mr. feldrams Sermon, this is fo fully and convincingly ſpoke to 
that; the beſt Service l can do my Reader, is to refer him thither. (And 


in the mean time) | muſt crave leave to tell my Author; that ſeeing both 
| theſe Papers were long publiſhed before the fu?! and final eAnſwer, if he 


had had it in his Heart to deal plainly. and not to impoſe upon the unwar- 
ry Reader: He would have · returned ſome Anſwer to what is there faid, 


but it ſeems he found theſe Arguments too hard, and I do not expect ſo 
much Plaine from him, as an open acknowledgment of the Truth in 


this, or any other Point, whatever ſecret Convictions he may have in his 
Conſcience, upon the reading of our Papers © | 

Page 8. He pretends that to condemn our Church, as not duely con 
ſtitute, will not infer the Condemnation of Reformed Churches Abroad, 
and this in Contradiction to what I had ſaid page 8 of the Reply for, 
ſays he, there is a great Diiparity between this Church and the Reformed 


Abroad. 1, He ſays, they had great Reaſon to ſeparate from their Bi. 


hops they being Tepiſb, and cleaving to their Errors, and I fay we had 


the ſame Reaſon to ſeparate from ours at the Reformation, when we did 
ſhake off the Yoak of Prelacy as well as Popery, and ſuch | of the Fopiſh 


Biſheps as renounced that Rereſie, renounced alſo their Prelatical Principles ; 


and Jurisdiction, and were admitted of our Church, and received as Presby- 
ters only, which is plain in the Caſe of Gordon then Biſhop of Galloway) 
and others. And we ſtill pl:ad for Presbytery as our Reformation Right, 
and a Branch of it. [2] He pretends the Reformed Churches A- 
broad ſadly Lament the want of Ziſtops page 8, and heartily wiſh they 


were reltored Plain - Dealing indeed, or plainly ſomething elſe which l am 
unwrilling to name. [z.] he ſays they never rejected or condemned the 


Order of Beſvop 7. No if it be evident, that the Reformed Churches 
have judicially aſſerted that Parity among Miniſters is of Divine Right, 
«BIT „ | and 


% 


and conſequently that no Bop or HVrelais can, pretend any Superiority oven, 


_ Reformed Churches do not Lament the want nor deſire the Reſtitution of- 


Divine Right, and as having no. Countenance from, or Foundation in the 


4 of Faith, whicn are the moſt authentick Evidence that can be adduced, 


Miniſter nor Elder or Deacon was admitted in the French Church but ſig- 
* 31. Caæterum ubicunque ſunt locorum Veri Det Moiniſtri eanaem atque qu 
nie illuuf antverſalu Epiſcepi & capitis Eccleſie Aimitri. Now this Con- 


Biſhop of Land eff in the name of the Engliſh Deputies, openly proteſted againſt 


he and his Brethren diflented from that Point, and as no leſs could be ex- 
| pected from the, ſo no diſlike was ſhown to that Article; by the Depu- 
„ ties of other Churches, aud therefore they were to be reckoned Aſſenters 


Letters of particular Men, as our Autker doth page 9, contrary to the 
had ſigned, is to do them no ſmall diſhonour, yea it's plain Le Alen La- 


annexed to Stulingfiee“s Buok to the Byhep of London, as is fully acknow- 
'i ledged inthe Letter M. Claude wrote to the Lady R. I ſhall give ye, 


II had not the leaſt Deſign. that my. Letter ſhould be printed or 


. ther with one from; M: Moye, and another ſrom M: L'Ang 


s madaml do aſſure you that when I, wrate Lhad nothing before maves but 


- 


*.cheſe two things, to juſtify. our ſelves from a calumny —— by. 
e OY Game, 
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the Miniſters of the Word and Sacraments, then it muſt be owned the 
Biſhops, and that they really and iu effect declared againſt I'xelacy, as not of 
Word of God; but it is plain they have done ſo from their Conſeſſions 
the French Confeſſion Art. 30, aſſerts an Equality among Paſtors, Cre. 
| armus omnes Pattores ubicunque collati ſung eadem & equa/i poteſt ate inter ſe p- 
| duos, ſub uno lo capite, ſum mo- & ſolo unwerſals. Epiſcopo f eſu Cheuſlo ; and no. 
ned this Confeſſion. The Dutch Confeſſion aſſerts the fame thing, Art. 
lem emnes habent tam poteſlatem tam author itate w, qui ſunt æque omnes C hriſſi 


feſſion being read by the famous Syncd of Dort, upon the deſire of theStates the 


| this Article in theſe Words. That whereas in the Confeſſion of Faith, there was 
2 ſtrange conceit of the parity of Minifters inſtituted by Jeſus Chriſt 5. 


to it. Now after all this, to aſſert that the Reformed Churches Abroad 
Lament the want of Biops, deſire the Reſtitution of them, never decla- 
red. againſt Prelacy is Plaim-Dealmg with a Witneſs, and to oppone the 


„ Confeſſion of the Church of which they were Miniſters and which they. 


gie, and the famous M. Claude was baſely abuſed and miſerably miſinfor- 
. med of cke ſtate of the Church of England when they wrote the Letters 


'® « his words fairly tranſlated. Firſt of all ſays M. Claude I proteſt to you. 
© upon my Conſcience that When I wrote to my Lord Biſhop of Londen, 


| made publick, yea I was greatly. ſurpriſed, and even aſtoniſhed when 
* | ſaw it in Engliſh and French at the Endofthe Book whichye ſent me toge - 
le. Moxcoven 


5 33 19 | : | 
6 ſome, viz, that we believed that no Ferſons ean be faved-who live under 


« Epiſcopal Government, and to contribute as much as my weakneſs was 
capable to à good and holy Reunion betwixt the two Pasties, & e. and to- 
to this. Letter that of M. Claude to the Biſhop of London dated Pars A- 
pril 16. 1684. doth referr. And its very plain by that Lerter of M. Claude, 
to the Biſhop of Lendos together with my Lady RK. her Letter, that the 
Ad verſaries thought it not ſufficient to oppreſs diffenters at home, but were 
ſo cruel as to miſrepreſent them abroad as if forſooth rhe diſſenting Mini- 


= filers had Preached to the heople, that there is no poſſibility of Sabvation- 


under Epiſcopacy, and that all thoſe ſhal be damned eternally, who hear 
Epiſcopal Miniſters , now I am of opinion eur Author and his Friends are 
convinced as Dr. Sullang fleet was long ſince that it had been for their intereſt | 


thoſe Letters ſo deceitfully Frocured from thoſe three French Miniſters, 


had never beep expoſed to public Veiwm. And as for M: Claude it cen be ve- 
rified that in a Conference with a Scots Divine Repreſenting to him, that 
the Prelats here pretended the French Church were deſirous to have Pre- 
lats, he returned this anſwer, EH putidiſſimum mendactumz nos abborrewurs.. 


And upon the whole its clear, that to condemn our Church as not duely- 


conttitute , becauſe we have not Prelats, is to condemn the Reſormed 
Churches abroad, and that the Diſcrepancies condeſcended on by our Au- 

thor are falſe and imaginary to ſay no worſe of them; and now | return to 
the Argument as our Author layes it down p. 7. viz. (I affirmed Plam- 
daaling p. 3. near the end) that to ſeparate from a duely conſtitute Church 


governed by lauful Canonical Biſhops and Presbyters, Where nothing un- 


law ful is required as a condition of Communion with it is to be guilty of 
Schilm , but ſuch was our Epiſcopal Church from which the Presbyterians 
fachtionſly and furiouſly ſeparated therefor the Preshyterians- in. ſeparating. 
from our Church were Schiſmaticks, | g 

Altho' I am not fond of Prelats Canonically ordained, and gave ſuch ſo- 
lid Arguments why ſuch a clauſe eught not to be in the deſcription of a 


1 true Church tolerations fence remov'd p. 4. as our Author it ſeems had not 
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courage. enough. to grapple with, yet no Man can blame me if I make uſe 
of Golias; ſword to. cut off Golia's head, and therfor I deny. his minor, and 


in the firſt place I muſt tell this Gentleman he miſcrably bewrayes his igno- 


rance of the ancient Canons in affirming that the Scots Prelats-were- Canoni- 


cal, and if this were neceſſary. to make a Church duely conftitute- their 
Church can never he reckoned. a Church duely conſtitute; for I ſhal under- 
take under the pain of lnfamy to draw out a Sentence of depolition. againſt 


all the Bifhgge that have been in Scotland from the ancient Canons; it ſeems 
our Author is not acquainted with the Ancient. Canons; called the Apoſt- 
| EL 5 -” les 


L100 


les which were confirmed by a General Council at Conſtantinople , da not 


they depoſe all Biſhops that are choſen by the Civil Magiſtrate as Canon 


29, if any Biſhop obtains a Church by means of the ſecular Powers let 


him be depoſed and ſeparated from Communion with all his Adherents , 
and this Canon is ratified and revived by the 2 Council of Nice, but all 


out Scotiſh Prelats were choſen by the Magiſtrate, and not by other Bi- 


ſhops or the Presbyters and People of their Dioceſs, and therefor all of 
them ought to have been depoſed , and ſeparated from Communion with 
all their Adherents, fo far were they from being Canonical as this plain 
Man confidently aſſerts, the Kings write of Conged' Eſlier to the Dean 


and Chapter to chooſe their Biſhop is cnly matter of form, for the King 


chooſeth properly, and the Dean and Chapter can't reje& the Perſon whom 
he recommends, and name another for him, nor are the Dean and Chap- 
ter the juſt Repreſentatives of the Clergy and; People of the Dioceſs whoſe 


ſuffrages were required of old in the deſignation of a Biſhop as all Men of | 


ingenuity, who have the leaſt acquaintance with Cyprians Epiſtles, muſt 


acknowledge, Again the Canons forbid Biſhops to meddle with ſecular 


affairs upon pain of deprivation, it ſeems cur Canonical Author has never 
ſcen that Canon which runneth thus. Let not a Biſhop Presbyter or Dea- 
con aſſume Worldly Cares, and it he doth, let him be depoſed ; but our 
Scotiſh Prelats did aſſume Worldly Cares, ſome of them Miniſters of 
Stare, more of them were ordinarily Members of the Privic Council , and 
all of them Lords in Parliament, and in all theſe Capacities Judged: in 
Civil, and as Members of Parliament and Council in Criminal matters, 
and made Fenal Lawes reaching life and fortune, and conſequently ſo Ca- 
nonical were they, that by this Canon all of them ought to have been de- 
poſed, ſo that if this Gentleman take my advice, the next time he gives 
an account of his Prelats, he muſt not call them Canonical as he weuld 
not expoſe himſelf to ſcorn and provoke others to lead out a more nume- 
rous Army of Canons to beat off their Mitres, and to drive themſelves and 
their Adherents from the Communion of the Church, though it be impoſ- 
fible to drive vai Men among them from their ratling and raving and 
talking of the ancient Canons, which they have never ſeen, amongſt their 
ignorant or prejudicated admirers teaching them as parrats to call Presby- 
terians Schiſmaticks. FV 5 EE 
2. | abſolutely deny that Prelacy was duely conſtitute in the 62. when 
K. 2. Parl: 1. Seff. 2 Act: 1. did by vertue of his Royal Prerqgative, and 
inkerent right of the Crown in a moſt Eraſtian manner without any Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Conſtitution introduee the ſame , and that - contrary 4g the Oath: 
and Covenant of God which he himſelf, Parliament, and the whole Na- 
a ; tion 


E119 


tion had ſelemnly entered into. if this was a 4 Conſtitution of a 


Church: 1 queſtion much if ever there was any Church unduly conſti- 
tuted, and it is very remarkable that from the 62 to the late Hapyy Re- 
volution thoſe uſurping Prelates, aud Deputies. of the State „ rather 
then Miniſters of Chriſt, in reſpect of their Prelatical Power durſt never 


adventure to call a National Convocation or Aſſembly, to canvas and ap- 


rove of their ſtrange and unacountable introduction; but for turther Sa- 


kika len, ] refer the Reader to Remarks page 33. 34. So that tho? Pre- 


lacy were lawful, it was not duely Conſtitute and Eſtabliſhed bere. 

. I muſt tell this Gentleman, that Presbyterians deny Prelacy to be a 
lawfu] Government, an1 upon this account, I deny that his Church was 
duely conſtitute, nor will his ſaying (page 4 Plam- Dealing, I think there ae 
w or neue in their right Wits, that will affert the unlawfulneſs of Prelacy, 
nor his pretending to know, that ut us impoſſible to demonfſrate it) ſhake but 
confirm them in their Judgment. It's. no new thing to find the Goſpel it 
ſelf, and the preaching of it reckened Fooliſhneſs by a Set of Men that ſet 
up for Witts 1 Cor. 1. 18. And conſequently muſt not account it ſtrange, 
if thoſe who profeſs the ſame, and are zealous for the Government 
of Gods Houſe be reputed unwiſe and and fooliſh, 1. Cor. 1. 25. 
but ſtill the Fooliſhneſs of God is wiſer than Men, and it is no great Evi. 


dence of Wiſdom and Soberneſs in our Author to condemn, and to ſend 


to Bedlam all theſe eminently Pious and Learned Divines, that haye 
written againſt the Lawfulneſs of Prelacy, and ſo much for the firſt part 
of the Minor, I now come to the 4 

2. Part which I alſo denyed, wiz. that the Prelati al Church required 
nadinful Terms of Communion, and it ſeems this Gentleman has forgot 
what was ſaid, Rem. on the Caſe page 42, for the Author made this Be- 
fence for the Presbyterians who ſcrupled to joyn in Communion to hear 
the Prelatiſts v1. that beſide their ſolemn Engagements againſt Prelacy, 


their hearing of Prelatiſts was impoſed and required as a Teſt and Sign Of 
their approhation of Prelacy\; The àct of Parliament runneth thus, and 


His AMajebly doth expect from all hu good and dutifnl Subjefis 4 due achnow- 


ledgment ef, and bearty complyance wth His Majeſies Government Eccleſſa- 


flical as it is mow by Lam eſtabliſted wuhin this Kingdom, and that in order 
therets they will give their cheerful Concurrence, Countenance and Aſſifance, e 
fuch Miniflers, as by publick Autboruy are or ſhall be admitted in their ſeveral 
Paroches, and attend all the ordinary meetings for Divine Worſhip in the ſame, 
fo Hir Majetly doch declare that He will, and doth account wubarawing from, 
and not * and joyning in theſe Meetings to be Seduiens, and of dangerous 
Example and Conſequences Ch. 2. _ 1. Sef, 3: Ad 1, And * 
8 ; that 
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chat Presbytetians looked ypon Prelacy as a 8 Gubil * found themſelves 
i by their Solemn Oaths and Covenants obleiged not only not to own it but 
Ml to difown it, and to oppoſe it, and their joyning with Prelatical Miniſters 
being by the abovenamed Act, 1 maze of them, as an Evidence of their 
Approbation of His Majeſties Goverument Eccleſiaſtical; perhaps our 
Author would find a Difficulty to ſhow me, how they could do it. with- 
| out Sin, eſpecially when God afforded them an epportunity of a Presby- 
terian Miniſter to joyn with, which they did not fail to embrace, notwith- 
ſtanding of rhe outmoſt hazards they wre expoſed unto for ſo doing, and 
| upon the whole the Judicious and impartial Reader ſhall eaſily perceive 
| bow inconcludent the Plan- Dediers Argument is, and therefore that he 
| ma be brought to his Repentance for bringing it into the Field, I will. 
| turn the Canon upon him as was done already in the Reply page 15, and 1. 
| do not in the leaſt doubt but it thall be found that I am ab- 
ſolure Maſter of his Artillery, tho* he confidently aſſerts the contra- 
' ry, and I proceed thus. To ſeparate from a Church duely conſtitute, 
ll wherem not! ing 18 required, as a condition of Communion which is ſinful, 
1 is to be guiity of den, Bur toſerarate from the preſent eſtabliſhed 
* Prpsbyrcrian Church, is to ſeparate from a Church duely conſtitute, 
it that requires no finful Terms of Communion, and there{ore thoſe that ſeparate 
if from her are guilty ofSchi/m. And now) ſay the Major is inconttavertible, and as 
| for the Amor it was clearly proven in the Reply pag. And I remem- 
ih ber it was ſaid perhaps our lan- Dealer will tell us our Church is not 
ducly conſtitute becauſe we want Prelats, but then as is there ſaid maſt of 
4 the Reformed Churches, are not duely conſtitute; but becauſe ] love not 
fil to repeat, I refer the Reader to the forcited page of the Reply. Again 1 
18 faid tha: not only is our Church conſtitu e as it was before the 62, but the 
iti Terms of Communion are the- fame, and ſeeing the Author of the De- 
fence, of the Plam- Deaunę, and of the Caſe acknowledge there was ho Shi, 
it 1 this Church before the 66, and that notwithſtanding of all the changes 
i with reſpe& to the Church Government the reſgective Parties, both Mini- 
i flers and People chooſe generally to hold Communion with one another 
page 18 of the Caſe. Laid it appeared pretty plain that it was in vain. 
to prete d they cannot now in Conſcience joyn. | 

2. That if the Particulars the Plan- Dealer enumerats. Page PE 5s 6. As 
Terms required of the Church be not required whither they are ſinful or 
not z they ought not to ſcruple hrelatiſts. aud to ſpeak of them here is ſo far 
from Plam-Leaimy that it will be called either Simpie- Dralug or Dasdle- 
Dealing, as being utterly beſide the Purpoſe, one would hawks our. Author 
Was, Weigel to take notice uf theic Arguments, cſpeclally the tint has 1 8 

| tOuUCcnct 


” very inferting of this Formula page 18 of the A-ply was the moſt 1 


toucheth it not, and the 2d. overs Rehdenly that | am tempted to thin he 
found it too hot for hitn, has he not then given me à fair opportunity with 
far greater reaſon td return him his own Complement: Our uber found 
himlelf prefied here what a benefire 5 it for a Man 10 br ſo'wije u not 1 - 
| le uh bat ig too hard for bim andy forget what he minds not to rementber, © 
And then I came to à particular Conſideration of the {mfal Terms of 
Communion, which as he pretended our Church required of their Mini- 
ſters and People, wherein no doubt the impartial Reader will find 1 eſtu- 
bliſhed the 266 patt of my Almo“, and conſequently tlie Charge of Sthiſhe 
againſt thoſe who jeparate from the eſtabliſhed Church. But wow he coth- 
lains vage 10. firſt that he had inſiſted long on the Churches requiring 
Prelatical Miniſters to declare their Grief and Sorrow for fer bing under 
Prelacy. This as in ſeveral Prints before | deny to be a Tera of rhiniſte- 
rial Communion. 2. He complains' that the Government of the Kirk 
conſiſting of Parity is the only Government inftitured> by Chriſt in His 
Houſe, and that they ſhould adhere thereto all the days of their Lives is 
alſo a Term, but to this | give the foreſaid Anſwer as has been given 4- 
gain and again in the Remarks upon the Caſe and Peffoips thereuf, and the 


Anfwcr, that could be given; and ſeeing thete things are not required 

Ministers when they are aſſu med, I was not in the leaſt oblieged to emtet in 
Debate about them. 3. He complains that the Church require the fights 
ing the Confetfion ot Faith rarityed by Law, but pretends this } paſſed 
over in ſilence, ſtrange! Fo fmda Man aſſert after this rate, for it the 
16 page of the Repiy Þ made a clear Reference to the 2d. Lerter, and te 
the Peitſerir to the Remarks upon the Caſe, where it will be found thofe © 


= &cruvles, and this in particular are fully removed, and now | de refer the 


Reader, Nemar page 16, 17, 8. Page 37, For ie muſt not be 
thought that can be oblieged tovepeat one auch the fame thing again and again 
normuſtour Author take the Liberty to ſay this, and that is not anſwered 


| : becauſe h wiltnot ſo repeat, and whither he or! defign to ſhamm the 


World as he words it, ſceing ſolid Anfwers are given to theſe things he 
ſpeaks of, which have not been noticed by hum tho? direct References 
were made to them, let the 1mpartiat Reader judge. Nay: but our Authors? 
will tell us that che Anſwers in the Remarks ave wot worth the nrg but 
re they lefs worth the noticing; than the triffung Reply?” And feemg he 
has ſpent ſo mary Sheets upon this, might he not have beſtowed a few u- 
pom theſe Anſwers i the Rm. F know the ſeeret, to have medled? with, 
choſe anfivers was to have ſpbiled the pretty Story of Plam. Draum whiehs 
he was to gratity the World witin nor muſt: they be touched now for the 
1 : 5 6 fame 
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ſame Reaſon, and the Reply muſt be called rrifling, not becauſe it was 
| judged ſo, but becauſe he judged it, for his Intereſt to call it ſc, and the 
full and final Anſwer muſt appear upon the Stage tho? Tt ſhould not con- 
- tain one Syllabe to the purpoſe, that prejudicared perſons may have it to 
ſay, O! Such a Pamphlet has got a full and final Anſwer, ſuch a learn- 
ed Dr. has written many Sheets upon it tho* perhaps they have neither 10 
much Time nor Judgment as duely to conſider the one or the other. Fage 
bl 16. I began to take notice of the charge he advanceth againſt our Worſhip, 
i and here I muſt infer the Reader to what I ſaid in the Reply page 17. 
i And here for the Satisfaction of the Reader 1 ſhall give his Scruples a 
i more full conſideration, firſt, he pretends 7 lain Dealing page 6. That it 
ll 15 required of Minitters not to read the Scriptures in their Congregations, 
2 Term of Miniſterial Communion. Anſw. It is a manifeſt Untruth 
114% to alledge this is made a Term of Miniſterial Commnnion, and to pretend 
that the reading ot the Scriptures is excluded by the univerſal Practice of 
Presbyterians is ſuch a peice of Plain- Dealing as cannot well be accounted 
for, do not Miniſters generally read an entire Chapter, giving the Senſe 
ib of it, each Lords Day? And if any do otherways, they fall ſhort of that 
„ Unifermity enjoyned, and if any Miniſter ſhall read two Chapters ſurcly 
ll he ſhould be ſo far from being lyable to Challenge, that he would be 
* reckoned to be more obſervant of the Directory than thoſe who do o- 
i! therways, and altho' ſome allow their School-maſters' or Precenters to 
i008 read the Scriptures as at Aberdeen and ſeveral other places which I could 
"I name before the Congregation he conſtitute, yet many think this Oxdi- 
nance of God ſhould not be gone about before the Congrepation be con- 
ſtitute, and much doubt If any not in Office, ſhould meddfe with this 
publick Ordinance publickly, and in the Church, yet in this there is a 
mutual Forbearance exerciſed; and our Author if he could without Frejug 
dice conſider matters he might ſce a vaſt difference between precenting 
or raiſing the alm, and the publick reading of the Word in th- 
Churches; for every perſon in the Congregation has a Right to the aQu- 
al and audible ſinę ing of the Pſalms, and it matters rot much who bel 
gin, only it's necefſary that thoſe who have Skill fhould de it, but I 
hope none will pretend that every perſon, Man and Woman has a right 
to the Active and Audible Performance of other Offices or Ordinances in 
the Church. And as for Probationers their Lecturing ayd Preaching, & c. 
It's for the Exerciſe and Tryal of their Gifts, and that they may give 
evidence of their aptneſs to teach, as their very name” doth denote, and 
i this is of a peice- with their Tryals before the Presbytery. And upon 
= the whole, ſeeing matters are indeed as here repreſented, every _— of 
f WH. - N onſci- 
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weng | | 
Conſcience and Ingenuity, ſhall cafily obſerve, that there is no ground of 


Scruple here. | | 
23. Plam- Dealing page 6. He pretends that Presbyterians Preach Do- 


crrines, which he and Men of his Kidney cannot Preach, the Author of the 
Caſe made this pretence before, and received an Anſwer, and I could even 
wiſh our Author had told us what particular Doctrines Miniſters are re- 
quired to preach, as Terms of Miniſterial Communion, which he cannot 
clole with; but enough of this already Remarks upon the Coſe page 37. to 
which I refer the Reader for Satisfaction. | 

3. He pretends they cannot in Conſcience joyn with the eſtabliſhed 
Church in Miniſterial Communion, becauſe the Doxology is not ſung in 
our Churches, to this 1 anſwer, Conſcience hath that for its Rule, which 
Faith hath for it's Object, the Word of God, and therefore unleſs this 
Gentleman can point out a Divine Precept in the Word, for the uſe of theſe 
four Lines, { muſt ſay he underftands not what a Scruple of Conſcience 
means, when he condeſcends on this as one. Plan- Dealing page 6. But is 
he a Man of tender Conſcience, yes ſurely it it be a Mark of a tender 
Conſcience to Reproach and Calumniate Presbytecian Miniſters as he dorh p. 8. 
Plas Dealing, theſe good Men {meaning Presbyterian Miniſters] uſe neither 
to Sing nor to ſay Glory to the Father, Son, and Holy-Ghoft inexprels words, 
ws true in the 1 9 Page full and final As ſwer, he layes did he ever charge 
Presbyterians as Ani miaians, | do not pretend that he advanced fuch a 
Charge bur it's plain he faid in that forcited 8 page, that Presbyteriaus 
uſe neither to (ing or ſay the Father Son and Holy Ghoſt in exprels Words, 
than wich nothing more untrue could have been (aid of them or leſs to the 
Purpoſe in hand. | | . 

4. Full and final Anſwer p. 18 ,19. He pretends they cannot in Conſcience 
joyn, becauſe they cannot exclude the Lords Prayer out of their Devorions, as 
if forſooth the excluding of theLords | rayer were a Term of Miniſterial Com- 
munion. This I have more than once refuſed, as a moſt impudent Falſe- 
hood, and for full Satisfaction] refer the Reader to the Remarks on 
the Caſe page 17, 18, and 38. Where the Reader will find this Point 
fully ſpoke to, and ſuch Arguments adduced tor removing this Scrup- 
ple and expoting the Falſhood of it, as our Author thinks fitr , not to 


= grapple with, it's true he tels me that thoſe Anſwers are fully con- 


futcd and baffled, by the Author of the Caſe, but when the impartial 
Reader (hall - be pleaſed to compare Matters he will eaſily find our Au- 
. thor hath wronged his Reputation in ſo ſaying, and that the Author 
of the Caſe has not ſo much as once attempred to anſwer, what was 
there ſaid upon this Point. altho he continues to affert, and that over 
the belly of the cleareſt Light and ſtrongeſt Reaſon, which looks like apertiua- 
cious Adherance to the Concluſion, when the Premiſſes are fully removed. 
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5. They cannot joyn, becauſe they cannot deny Baptiſm to weak and 
dying Infants that cannot be brought to Church, nor the Sacrament of the 


Lords Supper to dying Chriſtians, P1lan- Dealing page 7. 1 Anſwer firſt, 


this is not a Term of Minifterial Communion [2] I refer my Reader 
to the Reply page 17. where he will find a fall account of this matter 
which may yeild any impartial Man full Satisfaction, and as there is not a- 
ny thing there ſaid, which is not notourly known, ſo I am not much cou- 
cerned whither this Gentleman, and his fellows believe it or not, for it's 
nothing ſtrange to find theſe that have an uſe of ſpeaking broad Suſſ icions 
of the Veracity of others. The Miniſters are indeed far from being ſo 
Erroneous as to entertain that cruel Doctrine, which our Author hath eſ- 
ouſed, wiz, That Infants cannot obtain Salvation in the ordinary way 
preſcribed in the Goſpel without Baptiſm, if this be not a new Doctrine 
in this Kingdom, then ſure there was never a new Doctrine broached in 
it, and I am very confident that the Doctrine of our Church is moſt agree- 
able to the Scriptures, as it is in the Confeſſion of Faith Chap, 28. And ! 
am very ſure the citeing of it by our Author in his 12 page doth ſignify 
his diſlike to it. ſhall make for the honour of our Confeſſion, and tend to 
the Authors Diſgrace, amongſt all Pious and Orthodox Chriſtians, the 
Words of the Confeſſion which he citeth are theſe, that Grace and Salvati- 
en are not ſo inſeparably anne xed to u, viz. Baptiſm as vhat no perſon can be re- 
generated or ſaved without u. It were eaſy to expole the contray Opinion, 
but it not being my preſent purpoſe, I ſhall only ſay we have reaſon to 
Bleſs God that there are none ot our Miniſters or I] eople who have fallen 
into that unmercitul and cruel Error, and earneſtly beg God may preſerve 
this Church from being plagued with Miniſters of that Opinion, and of 

ſuch as are neceſſarly connected to it, and ordmarly accompany it. | 
6, They think it neceſſary to commemorate at ſet times the Nativity, 


Circumciſion, Paſſion, Reſurrection, Aſcenſion, the Deſcent the Holy 


Ghoſt, In anſwer to this I referre the Reader to what is ſaid on this head 
Reply p. 17. and in the mean time I muſt plainly tell my Plan Man that 
in this one point eſpecially conſidering what he adds full and final anſwer 
p. 11e there is as much falſe hood and deſingenuity as perhaps can well be 
contain'd in fo much bounds, were theſe anniverſary and fellival dayes 
obſerved through all this Nation in time of Prelacy ? no they were not. Are 
they obſerved by Prelatical Miniſters that are yet in their Churches? no 
they are not, Did the Miniſters of Sr. Andrews? or Dundee? or in any 
other Town in Scotland upon circumciſion day, paſſion day, &c. Preach 
upon Texts ſuitable to the ſolemnity as this Man falſely alledges ? no they 
did not, ſome of them are alive till, and they have niore ingenuity than 
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pretend it » perhaps ſome one Pedant, or Engliſh ape ſomwhere or ether 
adventured to do ſo, but I never knew a Prelatical Miniſier fixed in any 
Charge that had that cuſſome, but then this Gentleman makes a fearful 
outcry. Did ever our Church, ſayes he, make acts againſt-theſe things 
Plain - Dealing indeed? Good Sir! tell me where ever your Church as you, 
call it mett in a National Aſſembly to make acts from the year 62 to the Re- 
volution, and J will let you ſee that in that meeting they made acts againſt 
all theſe things, and here our Authors task ſhall be equally as hard as mine; 
and in fine to make this a ſcruple of Conſcienee is to miſtake Conſcience 
for humour, and the cuſtome of ſome particular Churches for the founda- 
tion and rule of Chriſtian faith and practice, than which nothing can be 
more unworthy of a Divine, | . N 
7. As for what he ſayes of the rehearſing of the Creed commonly called 
the Apoſtles at Baptiſm , the Confeſſion ot the Church ratified by law con- 
tains all the Articles of the Apoſtolick Creed, and the uſe of that at Baptiſm 
and the exceptions againſt it are fully ſpoke to on the Remarks upon the 
Caſe p. 19. & 39. and our Plan Dealer with an unaccountable and obſti- 
nate wilfulneſs waving the Confideration ot what is there ſaid, I referre 
the impartial Reader for full ſatisſaction, and in the mean time I muſt tell 
nim that to inſinuate as he doth that Prelatical Miniſters are depoſed as 
erroneous and unſound Men, becauſe they rehearſe the Creed and uſe not 
the Confeſſion of the Church is ane obſtinate and an unaccountable Calum» 
ny, and in a word to pretend that they can not in Conſcience join with the 
_ eſtabliſhed Church, becauſe the Miniſters do not rehearſe , or becauſe they 
would not be allowed to rehearſe the Creed at Baptiſm while in the mean 
time no Scriptvre precept enjoining the ſame can be adjoined, it ſeems to 
proclaim a Man ignorant of what Conſcience means. PU 

8. He pretends that by vertue of the Uniformity they muſt not bow the 
knee when they enter the Pulpit if they ſhould be afſumed; in anſwer to this 
as I am convinced private Prayer ſhould have ſuitable Circumſtances as to 
time and place, ſo | am confident it was not the Cuſtom of Prelatical Mi- 
niſters to fall down on their Knees in the Pulpit in time of Prelacy, nor 
do they all ſo yet, either in Meeting- Houſes, or in Churches; and for the 


6 | ſingular Faſhions of ſome few, either now or then; I am not to account 
but to pretend they cannot in Conſcience joyn with the Eſtabliſhed Church, 
leſt they ſhould be obleiged to forbear that Practice, and that they will ra- 
ther rend the Church of God in peices, is to give the World ſuch an ac- 
count of their Conſciences as will tempt many to think they have no 
Conſcience at all, | 43 SY 
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9. They cannot in Conſcience bord, leaſt when they are Hearers they 
muſt not fand in time of Prayer, nor uncover the Head in time of Sermon, 
Plan- Dealing page 7. I think our Authors Conſcience is ſomewhat unac- 
countable, do not Presbyterians ſtand in time of Prayer, and many uncover 
their Heads in time of Sermon, and for my part I very much approve of it, 
and ſo do all 1 have ſpoken with upon that Head: Altho* Weakneſs and 
Infirmity may ſometimes require the contrary. And God loves Mercy ra- 
ther then Sacrifice, and will our Author pretend that all the Prelatiſt s in 
the Nation, always uncover the Head in time of Sermon, and ſtand in time 
of Prayer. mahy of them do ſo, and many do otherways, and in this [ 
know no difference between the Eractice of Presbyterians and Prelatiſts, 
and our Author for as unacquented as he ſeems to be with our Faſhions, 
knows perfectly well that the forbearance of theſe poſtures is not required 
of the Church, as a Term of Communion; and conſequentiy, that he is im- 
poſing upon the World, er rather expoſing himſelf to Scorn, in pretend- 
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10 He pretends, they cannot in Conſcience joyn, leaft they ſhould be 
obleiged to forbear to knee] at the Lords Table, O wonderful! Did the 
Prelatiſts do ſo in time of Prelacy throughout the Nation, or de they ſo at 
this day? Sure te write or inſinuate that they did, or that they do ſo, is 
ſuch a ſurpiiſing thing, and ſo contrary to the Senſe and Knowledge of the 
whole Nation, that bad | ſtumbled upon it, our Author wculd have recs 
koned me the moſt affronted Impoltrer, that ever appeared in Print, But 
to pretend with our Author full and final Anſwer page 15. that the partaking of 
the Lords Supper, ſitting or in a Tableoſture,was firſt introduced by the Ariany, 
can never be ſaid with any ſhew of Reaſon . unleſs Chriſt and His Apoftles be 
judged xr1ass, for heyond all Controverſy they did Fartake of that Ordinance 
ima Table Fofiure: It would appear to me this Gentleman is not 
well acquainted with, or doth not much regard the Canons, unlefs 
he imagines they fire on Presbyterians z is not kneeling on the Lords Day 
diſcharged by the Canons, and } bid him open Dehance to produce me 
ene Canon for many Centuries requiring Kneeling at the Euchariſt. And I 
am of opinion that that poſture was not ufed untill the Doctrine of Tranſ- 
{ubſtantiation, and the Idolatrie of the Maſs began to be entertain'd, let 
him dilprove it, if he can. 

11. Pam: Dealing page 7. He pretends that by an Implicite Faitk, if 
"they comply, they are obleiged to conform to whatever the Kirk ſhall at- 
ter warde Authoriſe and Ordain, to clear this J adduced Reply page 17, 18, 
The Terms of Miniſterial Communion enacted by the Aſſembly, in which 
there is no ſuch thing contained, and it's certain ,tho* there be ſome as 

5 | thing 


thing in an AC of Parliament, yet it is as certain the Church never made 
vſe of any Act of Parliament on that occaſion, nor did they ever require 
Miniſters of any Perſwaſion, to make any ſuch promiſe; an Evidence ſo 
fall as ne Man can reſiſt, but ſuch an one as has the Conſcience to write 
or ſwear the Sun is not ſhining, even while his eyes are made to dazle, 
and to water by the brightneſs of it's Beams, or ſo frantick, as with the 
old Philoſophers or Stoicks to deny Motion, while their tongues were mov- 
ing in their Mouths, And to pretend the Terms of Miniſterial Commu- 
nion which I gave were not full and true, is ſuch a wilful and palpable 
Miſtake, as every School-Boy by inſpecting the Act may diſcover and the 
Reaſon added full and final Anſwer page 14, is ridiculous at leaſt, to call 
it no worſe. Why ſays he? My account of the Terms are not full, be- 
cauſe the expreſs Abrenunciation of Epiſcopal Principles is left out, now he and I 
were in Debate about the Texms of Miniſterial Communion required by the 
Aſſembly; he alleadges they require an expreſs Abrenounciation of Epiſcopal 
Principles, 1 ſay they do not, and produced the Act of Aſſembly contain- 
ing the Terms required, in which there is nothing of that, and he pre- 
tends the Terms are not full, juſt as if I were in Debate with a Prelati- 
cal Miniſter, and ſhould alleadge the Teft they required Presbyterians to 
take, contained an expreſs Abrenunciation of the Proteſtant Religion, and 
he to confute me ſhould lay the 7e# it ſelf before me, and that after read 
ing of it, and finding no ſuch Clauſe in it, 1 ſhould fay O! The Tefl is 
not full, I would be very loath to put ſuch a manifeſt affront upon my 
Intellectuals, but then he tells me we cannot deny but we require it; I ſay 
you have the Terms of the Aſſembly, it's not in the Power of. any infe- 
rior Judicatory to alter them; and whereas he ſays the Author of the Let- 
ter acknowledges that the aboveſaid Abrenunciation is required, but was 
wiſer than to point at the place, ſure there is no ſuch thing there, it is a 
manifeſt Falſchood. 1 ü | Pe 
. Page 16, 17. He ſpeaks much in the Commendation of the Holy 
x Scriptures, and I am perſwaded they can never be ſufficiently commended 
and eſteemed, but to pretend that in our Churches there is but a few 
= Verſes not an entire Chapter read at a time, and to ſpeak as if in this 
Conformity or Uniformity were required, is ſo monſtrouſſy falſe and diſ- 
2X7 1ngenuous, as that his own Lips and Paper do condemn him, doth he not 
acknowledge page 16, that the Directory for Worſhip recommends the 
reading of two Chapters, z | | | 
Page 17. He pretends that the reading and expounding of Scripture are 
_ contended for by Presbyterians, as inſeparably and indiſpenſably conne- 
cted together: Sure Presbyterians contend for no ſuch thing, and | hearti- 
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20 | 
ly wiſh God may not contend 201 our Author, but forgive him for 
what he doth * ſo unjuitly and unreaſonably advance againſt Presbyterians, 
Now I have gone over the Scruples advanced by the Plun- Dealer, 
why he and thoſe of his Perſwaſion cannot in Conſcience joyn in Mini- 
ſterial Communion witn the eſtabliſhed Church, and in ſpeaking to theſe 
1 have alſo taken in all the Scruples he ſpoke of, why the People of his 
Perlwalion cannot in Conſcience joyn with the Eſtabliſhed Church, tho? 
Jam periwaded, he, nor no other perſon ever received any Commiſſion | 
from the people to advance Scrupples in their Name, ſo that what they 
have done this way, is deſigned rather to creat Scruples where rhey are 
not, rather than give an account of thoſe that are: After all the im- 
partiil and judicious Reader ſhall obſerve, that the whole of theſe Scrup- 
ples, are entirey removed with reſpe& to the People ,, and even with 
reſpect to the Miniſters, unleſs the owning, and ſubſcribing the Conteſſi- 
on of gur Church ( which is indeed required of all Miniſters ) be reckon- 
ed a ſintul Term of Communion, and even in this the Practice of this 
Church, as well as the Confeſſion it felt, doth moſt harmonieuſly agree 
with that of other Churches; Doth not the Church of England re- 
quire her Mmiſters to ſubſcribe their Articles? did not the Proteſtant 


Church of France require her Miniſters to ſubſcribe their Confeſſion, yea 


did not the Prelatiſts in time of Prelacy require Miniſters and others not 
only to ſign, but to ſwear to the Confeſſion of Faith, and Standard of 
Doctrine then ratified by Law, ſo that it would appear our Author 
and Men of his Stamp can expect Minifterial Communion no where, 
eſpecially when 1 conſider the Arguments he uſes Plau-Dealing page 6. 
againſt the ſigning of our Confeſſion, why ſays he, it is compiled by Men- and 
contains many controverted Doctrines, cannot be ſuppoled to be of infallible Ve- 
racity, which cqually militates againſt the Confeſſions of all the the Chur- 
ches on Earth: but enough of this, let me therefore return to my Argu- 
ment which ſtands firm, and ftable in all it's Parts. „ 
They that ſeparate from a Church dvely conſticure, which impoſes no 
ſinful Terms of Communion, are guilty of Schi/m, but thoſe that ſepa» 
rate from the Presbyterian Church of Scetland, ſeparate from a Church 
duely conſttute, which impoles no finful Terms of Communion, and 
therefor they that ſeparate are guilty of Schm. Now 1 am ſure I have 
dealt fairly with our Author, and 1 have been fo far from impokng on 
the Reader in neglecting any thing material, that I have particuiariy 
conſidered and ſpoke to ſeveral things that may be thought of no great 
moment tho? advanced and muttered up by him with great parad. 
And how he ſhall ind a way ot eſcape if he fuffer Conſcience and Reaſon 


211 
to work, I ſee not. To carp at our Cflarch as not duely conſtitute, aſter 
what has been ſaid will but expoſe him, and 1 muſt farther add that there 
may be failoars in a Churches Conſtitution, and yer it may be highly 
ſinful to ſeprate from that Church, unleſs Men be called to own that as 
Right, wnich they jndge wrong in the conſtitution, which muſt not, nor 
cannot be pretended in our cafe, altho* Presbyterzans were required in 
Law to hear Prelatical Miniſters, as an evidence of their approbati>n of 
Hu Majefties Government Eccliſiaſtical, and 1am very hopetul he will not 
adventure to talk any more of the ſinſu] Terms of Communion impoſed 
by our Church. and 1 mutt add that thu” Mmiſterial Communion could 
not be had on eaſy Terms, as indeed it may, yer it Church Communion 
cannot be ſcrupled, it is molt unaccoun'able as favouring too much of Self 
for Miniſters to creat or keep up a Diviſion on that Head; I am of opi- 
nion our Plan: Dealer would have reckoned his Brethren who were 
thrown out of the Churches, becauſe they could not in (onſcience take 
the Tel}, guilty of a horrid Schiſm if they had ſet up ſeparate Meetings. 
Aud upon the whole, it may juſtly be expected the Plan- Deater will cheer- 
fully acknowledge that his Scrupples are retnoved, and cordially joyn with 
us in preſſing Unity and Concord, which is our Strength and Security againſt 
the common Adverſary, as he would not fall under the Apoſtles Admoni- 
tion and Ceuſure. Rem. 16. 17. and found to bid open dehance to all 
thoſe pathetick Exhortitions in Scripture, to Unity and Concord, 

Page 19. He refers the Reader to rhe Examination of Mr Afeldrums 
Sermon concerning the Validity of Presbyterian Ordination, and I refer to 
the Vindication of that Sermon, as well as to Biſhop Sling fleet and Dr. 
Forbes in their Irentcams and to Dr. Held upon the Chi bp. | 

Page 19. He tells the account | give there of Presbyterian Miniſters and 
People, are miſrepreſented, it's caly for him to ſay o; however 1 appeal to 
thoſe that live in thoſe Bounds, I ſpoke ot, with whoſe Knowledge 
and Conſcience all 1 ſpoke is conſiſtent. 

Page 20. He afferts that an Allowance from a Piſhop to exerciſe the 
Power of Presbyters to the Presbyterian Miniſters, that complyed in the 62, 
was equivalent to Epiſcopal Ordination in that Caſe. However it's certain, 
Ordination by a Biſbop is one thing, aud Allowance from a #:/hop to exer- 
cile the Power of Presbyters in a particular Church is an other thing; 
and it's as certain, that Ordination confers the Power, but an Allowance 
to exerciſe the Power of Presbyters, ſuppoſes it:? And no Bishop in England 
or Scotland will pretend the Contrary, and conſequently the Brhops grant» 
ing Allowance to Miniſters in the 62, who had been ordataed by Presby- 


0 . . . . . 
ters only to exerciſe their Office, was a plain owning of their former Or- 
E 2 | dination 
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dination to be valid and a plain "OE that in their Judgement, 
Prelatical Ordination was not neceſſary, and to ſay as our Plam.- Dealer 
there, that it was vor neceſſary in that Caſe is to yeild the Point, and in 
Broad Scots to ſay, that theſe who are ordained by Presbyters, as the com- 
plying Mininiſters in the 62 were ſtand in no need to be Reordained 
by a Prelate, which I ſhall eaſily grant: and then he concludes, Thus 1 have 
anſwered all he brings againit my Arguments in the Plaiz-Dealing, to 
prove that he and thoſe of his Perſwafion cannot joyn with the Presby- 
terians, upon the account of the ſinſul Terms of Communicn ; and ! 
appeal to the impartial Reader, it they have the leaſt ſhadow of Scruple, 
what is there ſaid being conſidered, and conſequently if a Toleration be 
not abſolutly unneceſſary. . 
Page 21. I will not enter into a {wrangling with our Author, about 
what he ſaid and what I ſaid, let the impartial Reader conſider and com- 
pare matters, and I am perſwaded he'll find thar there is enough ſaid, and 
that his expoſtulatory Queſtions page 21, are aboundantly anſwered by 
what is above ſaid for what he pretends page 22, concerning the peoples 
driving {ome Epiſcopal Miniſters in the Vefl- Country, and of my approv- 
ing of the fact, this has been fully ſpoken to and obviated Remarks pag. 
14. For with what is there ſaid I fully agree, and to-it I referre the 
Reader, 1 ſtill ſay its a notorious falſehood to pretend Prelat iſts have met 
with ſevere proceedings upon the account of their perſwafion, and the 
baniſhment and impriſonment of ſome Meeting- houſe Miniſters is no evi- 
dence to the Contrary , for there is nething more certain than that this 
was done not, becauſe they were Prelaticaſl; but becaufe they would not 
qualitic to the Civil Government, or becauſe they married Perſons irre- 
gularly or for ſome ſuch offence; He ſends me to page 14. of his I. 
Dealing where | find, but two particulars befide what 1 have here con- 
ſidered tho? be braggs, He had filled up near a page with inſtances of our 
crueltics in perſecuting them for their perſwaſion. Tis a fine thing to 
- ſpeak big, it ſeeins he was in hopes ſome would read this Book that ſhould 
never be at the Fains to confider the other, whereas indeed there is no 
particular inſtance given by him at all in the forcited place, only he ſayes, 
I's well known we ſuſfered upon the account ef our Perſwaſion. Did they not 
conveen us before their Pudicatories? bring forth Libels again us : Is not this a 
606 notable proof? were they conveened becauſe they were Frelatical in their 
. Judgment? Did their Libel contain any ſuch article? No ſurely, they 
1 coutain'd matters of a groſſer nature, if this were an argument to prove 
that Men have ſuffered upon the account of their perſwaſion, it were eaſy to 


prove that Presbyterian Miniſters have ſuffered upon the account of their 
| perſwa- 
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perſwaſion, for ſome oſ them have been conveened before our Church 
judicatories z and depoſed for uncontraverted Scandals and Errors, ſo 
that in this, I ſhall leave it to the unhyaſſed to Judge whether our 
Author, beſt deſerves the Character, of a Plan Dealer, or an 
Impoſtor. 1 | 

But 2. He proves they ſuffered upon the account of their per- 
ſwaſion, Plam-Dealang page 14, by a wonderful! medium why, 
ſayes he, dia they not tarn out fome Aiimiffers , because they did no 
qualify themſelues to the Cuil Government; curious {tuft , to be tur 
ned out for not owning the Civil Government is one thing, and 
to be turned out upon the account of their being prelatical in their 


ion will ice I paſſed over theſe becauſe they deferved nonotice, and 
= that it had been for our Authors advantage he had not obliged me 
= to it. 5 N | 3 | 

= Page 23. He will bave it a Contradiction to ſay in the Letter 
that all the aim ot a Tolcration is to furniſh a maintenance to pre- 
latical Miniſters, yet to deny the conſequence, he draws from it Plain- 


Page 21. But am of opinion a man may ainrar a thing, and yet 
not obtain it, and if it were not fo, our Plan man would raiſe is 
a/mes high cnough, and thus ye ſec, the contradictien is in the head 


I miſrepreſent an Argument of h:s, and I pretend the contrary, the 
= 1:mpartial Reader muſt judge between us. It's true I added ſome 


as it ſtood, and by ſo doing / made his hudled Sophiſm almeſt aſham- 


that miſhapen Brat look't upon himſelf as affronted by it, when alter 
| a Jitle rubbing the verniſh fell ofl, and it's native Naughtineſs app- 
cared, I refer the Reader to Reply page 22. lbidem, He will al- 
2 l1cge it is au Eye-Sore for us that Prelatical Minifters are ſuffered 
to live in this Kingdom, and then falls to his prayers againſt us . 
Truly J am as litle afraid of his Prayers as | am pinched by his 
Arguments. I Hall only lay, the Good Lord forgive him, for he is 
far in the wrong to us, and it is altoniſhing to ſee him ſo wicked as 
& to addreſs the Throne of Grace with a ly in his Lips. He pretends 
7 reprozeh them, but what he means 1 undeifiand not. 7 have the 
Place befor me, wil: he ſay that it is falſe that ſome Prelatical Miniſters 


5 have 


— — ——— # S SS 


DD 


bs. 


Deaung, viz, That many are willing to give it as I do in the Reply 


ed to look an honeſt man in the Fate, yea it ſeems the Father of 


- 
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perſwafion is another thing. Now any perſon of ſenſe and diſcret- 


of the author, not in the prints he has under Conſideration. And | 
I refer the reader to the Reply pages 21. 22. page 23. He pretends | 


Clauſes to his Argument for Illuſtration, and to hold forth the mater 
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have been turned out for Scandal, 90 13 or for Diſaffection to the 
Civi! Government, and that it's highly unaccountable to ſuffer theſe 
to intrude upou Churches and planted congregatious , is this to 
calumniate and reproach and that falſcly, Nay, Nay, They are palpable 
Truths well knowu to all the Nation, and my Plain-wmen mult skip them 
over. and call them Reproaches. „ 35 Dn 
am not much concerned in his Wrangling page 24. Only 7 
muſt ſay, it's ſome- what Illogical to pretend Fresbyterian Mi- 
aiſters are vnwilling to teceive ſuch as ſerved under the late prelacy, 
becauſe one Mr: Amfly about whom he tels a long Story, the Truth of 
which / very much doubt, was mal-treated, and not readily received, for 
4 parte iulari ad Univerſale non wales Sequels. Es Et 
Page 25. He pretends / made a ſeeming Reply to the Anſwer he 
made P1ain- Dealing page 10, And that / was all on fire when J wrote it, 
and / pretend the contrary, the reader muſt judge, and for his Satisfacti- 
on J refer him to the Reply pages 23. 24. 3 
Page 26. He telles a long ſtory about the little Kirk of Elgin 
invaded by a prelariſt, but does he contradict any thing 7 ſaid page 
24? Yet I muſt correct him in one thing, that the Presbyterian Mini- 
ſters there ſettled, had poſſcſſion of it, and preached their weekly 
Sermons. in it, it's ſtrange to ſay there is no injury done, is the 
dividing and the diſtracting an unanimous Congregation no in- 
jury ? 1 am of the opinion if that Presbyterians in that Country and 
Town, had invaded that Church in time of Prelacy, they would 
have reckoned them Jnjurious, and it's to be feared if ſuch illegal 
Practices be not legally redreffed, Force ſhall be oppoſed to Force, 
and ſure the Prelatiſts ſhalt be found the firſt Aggreilors, for he who 
without Law invades my Property is the firſt Aggreſſor, even 
tho without Law / drive him ftom it, „„ ny 
Page 27. He pretends his Anſwer to the 24. Argument in the 
Letter, from the inconvenience of granting a Teranon had touched 
me ſo ſenſibly that I was glad to paſs it over, it's caſy to fay ſo, 
but the impartial Reader ſhall find nothing in it but a parcel of 
bare Aﬀertions , and ſome of them moſt Falſe and injurious, But 
as cafily denyed as affirmed, and therefor it was I took no particular 
notice of them, and after all, it looks like a Falſchood to ſay that! 
paſſed this over without any Reply. Seing page 24. 1 cxpref- 
ly faid that the Reply to the 1#, Anſwer did. cftcQually remove By 


the Anſwer to the 24. 


"TY 


Me pretends. page 28; that I gave no. ſolid Reply to his third anſwer 


4 ; 
5 and I pretend the Contrary, and therefor the reader is referred to 
> WM whatis faid Reply pages 24. 25. He complains he had told me that 
2 forts Congregations, lay long vacant in the North, eyen where 
1 3 Popery prevail, but 1] had taken no notice of it, and no wonder ſeing,, 
it makes nothing to the purpoſe, they being well planted now, but 


ſeing he will force me to ſpeak to it, 4 ſhall be fullie as plain as 


„ pleaſant upon that head, and here muſt take the Liberty, to tell 
„ = our Author that in this he looks not unlike the evil one, who fuſt 
f 3} trempts, and then accuſeth. For men, yea Miniſters of his ſtamp 


4 | did what they could to hinder the planting of Churches in the North. 
a even where Popery hid tao much fueting, and when Presbyterians 


e were going to ſettle the Church, they adviſed Gentlemen to call 
* Miniſters which they were ſure could not be got, as Mr. Adeldrum 
i- ſrom Bdinburg that ſo the power of planting the Church might 
1 not fall in the Presbyteries hands, and conſequently might be 


kept ſtill vacant. yea a perſon of no ſmall conſideration and acquaintance 
withthoſe helliſh Artifices uſed the freedom to tell me that he for his 
part was ſo adviſed by a Prelatical Miniſter, for that very end above 
mentioned, but I torbzar ro name Perſons and Places. Again he 
complains that he told me that the holy Communion is but ra- 
rely adminiſtred in many plates, and I muſt. tell him this eannot be 
ſaid of many places of my acquantaince, where the Sacrament of 
the Supper is frequentlie adtninifired, and if in ſome places of the 
Nor:h that ordinance be not adminiſtred where Presbyterian Mini- 
ſtets are ſettled, If they have not ſpeciall reaſons. for it, they are 
much to be blamed, its true in ſome places in the Nord» where 
prelatical Miniſters are continued, the Sacrament is given yearly, (tho 
in other places fo ſettled which 1 could name, it has not been given 
fot 16. years and upwards )but to brag that the people in theſe places, 
arc kept in aw by the Holy Communion is ſomewhat ſurpriſing, fer 
in many of thoſe congregations iniquity - doth: abeund as much as 
any where in the Nation, you ſhall find few that are not habitual and 
cuſtomary Swearers, yet all muſt have the Sacrament :yearlv, & theſe 
men ute hardened in their Sins, & made to beleive that they ſhall go 
to heaven, tho they walk in the way of Wickedneſs, and then he 
alleges 1 gie a Character of the outed Curats as extremely ugly 
as cxtravazantly falfe vx that they would be a Scandal to a Society of 
| heathens. che Fopiſh Preiſt i avd feſuitt are not by. far ſo bad; here my 
words and meaning too, are baſely miſrepreſented ;- which the 
1 5 wes CCuricous: 


Si | 
courteous reader fhall eaſily obſerve by inſpecting Reply page 25. I 
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was not ſpeaking of Prelatical Miniſters in general, nay nor yet of 
all their Meeting-houſe Preachers. but of a company whom in 
contempt I did indeed call outed Curats, and no name of contempt 
can be too high for them conſidering their Practices; and from them 


¶ ſaid a wicked & ſcandalous perſon might have all Chnrch Priviledges 


at eaſier Rates, then from a Popsſh Priefl or Zeſwi, and of then I ſaid 
that they would be a ſcandal to a ſociety of heathens , and this was 
what I ſaid, And tho this Character be ugly indeed, it is not falſe, let 
alone, extravagantlie fo, yea it is as true as any thing can be, and 
beſide other evidences the Presbytric book of Edmbreugh can bear 
witneſs, how that they have married men to other Mens- Wives 
et. e contra, antidated Teſtificats to cover Uncleanneſſes, married perfons 
after Proclamation of bans, but to other Perſons then thoſe they 
were proclamed with, and many ſuch horrid Diſorders, it had been 
our Authours Wiſdom not to have preſſed me ſo far againſt wy 
Inclinaton to put this in Print, Pages 28. 29. He wrangles and mil- 
repreſents the matter, and I refer the reader to Aeply page 25. For 

ſatiſfaction page 30. He will ſtill carry as if Presbyterians had 


Indulgence and Toleration all the time of Irelacy upon eaſy terms 


But I gave fuch an account of this Reply page 26. That my 
Plan many was not ſo ſimple as to meddle with it, however the 
Reader may take notice of it, and for his further Satiſfact ion I 
would alſo recommend to his Conſidrat ion Toleretions Fence Removed 
page 7+ 8. and 9. which will allo convince the Reader how noto- 
rioully falſe and diſingenuous our Author is in aſſerting that in theſe 
days the ftate never lifted up ther hand againſt Presbyterians till they 
litted up their heel, agianſt it. 5 85 | 

Lage 31. My Plan Mean ſtoutly denys tbat his Friends in 
Fife in carrymg on the Addreſs; did put down one and the 
ſame perſon under different Deſignations, however he pretends 
he has diſcovered the Miſlake that gave Riſe to that Story. 7 
ſuppoſe he has made this Diſcovery by the ſame Faculty whereby 
he found Contradictions in my Paper; but for full- Satisfact- 
ion 7 refer the Reader to the 31. Page of the Remarks, As 
for what he fays againſi the Intention of introduceing Prelacy, 
tho? a Tolergtrow be granted, deierves no further Conſideration 


than what I gave it on the Keph page 27. For it's folly to 


wrangle where the. Matter is ſo clear, 
8 „5 c _ AS 


8 | Va. | 
As for what he ſays apge 34, concerning theHardfhipPrelatiſis have mett with, 
upon the account of their Perſwaſionzit is lufficiently {poke to already. Again he 
would have me malicious for ſaying page 15 of the Reply that yresbyterians op- 
ſe a Toleratios becauſe in their ſudgements it would pave the Way toPrelacy, 
and fo to Popery,all Circumſtances being conſidered. It's needleſs to be more 
plain, tho' it were eaſy to clear this to a Demonſtration. As for what he 
ſays concerning our Diffidence of the Inclinations of the people, I refer 
the Reader to pages 30 and 3 1 of the Remarks for ſatisfaction, where that 
matter is fully handled, and ſo convincingly too, that the Plam-Dealer 
and thoſe of his Kidney are not able to advance the ſeaſt Exception, nor 
have they to this day attempted to doit; As for what he ſays concerning 
the Indulgence in King Charles his Time and the Toleration in the time of 
King fame, Plain-Dealing page 16, and Full and Final «Anſwer page 35. 
I ſhall only referr the Reader to the Reply pages 28 29 and 30, and ifthe 
impartial Reader will be at the pains to conſider the queſtions propounded 
in the 16 page of the Plan _— and the Anſwers made to them in the 
forcited places of the Reply, he ſhall caſily perceive that our Author has 
been hard put to it, and that | have ſolid Reaſon to brand him for paſſing 
by the hardeſt Arguments, and diſſembling Truths that are incontravertible- 
meerly becauſe they make for us. 74 | 
It is umpoſſible, to hold forth the Diſuigenuity of this Man to the full, 
the Author of the Leiter had faid, if Presbyterian Miniſters might have 
had Indulgence and Toleration upon their takeing the Oath of Alleadg- 
ance, owning the Civil Government, and praying ex preſſly for the King, 
there had not been any one of them turned our, ſo far were they from 
turning themſelves out by their own obſtinacy, as the Plan- Dealer falſely 
alleadged. To his he anſwers Full aud Final Anſwer page 35, that I 
and the whole Natien know that many of them, Preachers as well as Peo- 
ple diſowned the Kings Title and Authority, and would not redeem their 
Lives at the juſt and eaſy Rate of ſaying God ſave him, a notable feturn 
indeed, a notorious Falſchoed, a moſt deliberate and obſtinate Calumny, 
and contrived Reproach. - Was there any one Miniſter of our Church at the 
60 or 62 that diſowned the Kings Title and Authority, or refuſed to 
Pray for the King? Or was there ever a Presbyterian Miniſter - in Scos- 
land turned out of their Churches for diſowning the Kings Title? Or 
for not praying expreſly. for him either at that time or any other time? 
if he'l name me but one, I ſhall | reckon him a performer of Impoſſibili- 
ties. And as for what he ſpeaks of ſome called Presbyterians, that would 
not redeem their Lives at the Rate of ſaying God ſave the King, ſurely 
's this was not before the Miniſters were turned out, and conſequently could not 
| | F 2 | be 
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be a Cauſe of that, yea ſure it was — the poor people were diftracted 
by grievous Hardfhips, and unacountable Perſecutions, and as the ſerious 
and ſober Presbyterians of the Nation were far from juſtifying theſe few 
poor afflicted and fooliſh people that ſuffered Death becauſe they 
would not ſay God fave the King, ſo I am ſure no ſerious nor judicious Perſon 
will approve thoſe that did execute them upon that account. I ſhall not 
now take notice of all the Cauſes which this Gentleman condeſcends upon 
for juſtifying the King and Parliament in obligeing Presbyterians to re- 
nounce the Covenant; but I muſt take notice of the modeſt Complement, 
and diſcreet Teliimony which he is pleaſed to beſtow upon the Nobility 
Gentry, and Commons of this Nation that are Presbyterians as well as 
upon their Predeceſſours page 36, No ſays be, if an Alan will be at the 
pains to trace the Behaviour and Practice of the Presbyterian Zelots in Scot- 
land, ſince the ſhort time they appeared on the Stage of the World unto this very 
day, it will be found they have been the Scourges of Monarchy, the Peſt and 
Bain ef Civil Society, and greatefl Perſecutors that ever were ſeen «mon; ft 
Chriflians of the Reformed Religion. 1 am hopeful that after this, no ſober 
perſon will regard what this Libeler ſhall fay of us. I did diſown the 
Declaration at Sanquher, Lanerick &c. And ſo did the body of Presby- 
terians at that time in the Nation, and to this very day, our Church and 


people do diſown and are much grieved with the Practice of ſome few 


who of late years have made ſome ſuch Declarations as is well known, and 
will be frankly accknowledged by all that have not a formed deſign to 


milrepreſent us, yea, and he muſt be a very great ſtranger to our Affairs, 
who knows not that, that ſmall handful of people do to this day follow 


a peculiar way of their own, and do not joyn in Communion with the 
Church, and conſequently their Miſcarriages cannot be imputed to us, 
and it's alſo certain, that when any of theſe wild People are by the 
pains and diligence of Minifters and ſober and judicious Chriſtians 
brought over, they are alſo convinced of, and made to renounce their for- 
mer diviſive Practices and Principles, and therefore the Plain- Dealer is in- 
jurious in aſſerting the Contrary page 38. ee 


Pages 38, 39. He makes an unintelligible Wrangle about the argument 


taken from the Doctrine of Prelatiſis, in time of Prelacy wiz. That 
there ought to be no Separation upon the account of Forms of Govern- 
ment. and therefore I reterr the Reader to the Gentlemans Letter, where 


the Argument is uſed, and to the 30 and gr pages of the Reply, where 


that Argument is further improven for Satisfaction, 


- 


Page 39. He pretends Plam-Dealing page 18, that he did prove from 
the Writings of their own Clergy, that they did not hold the Government 


of 


© mitted as a witneſs in any matter, 


TREE 1 0 1 5 3 | | 
of the Church to be ambulatery, but to this I anſwer that whatever ſome 
have advanced in their Writings fince the Revolution, it ſays nothing to 
what they taught from the Pulpit before the Revolution, and it is moſt 
certain that both from the pulpit, and by many other publick Deeds, they 


did declare the Government of the Church to be ambulatory in their 


Judgement, and all Judicious and Ingenuous Men muſt own the Oath of 
Supremacy to be demonſtration for this. Nor can the particular Sentiments 
of ſome two or three, yea or of halfa dozen of them who have wiote 
fince the Revolution, be taken as the common judgement of their own 
Party. even at this time. Ay, but the Plam-Dealer pretends that from the 
Sacred Books of the New Teſtament, as well as from the Writings of their 
own Clergy ; he had proven that our Bleſſed Lord had inſtituted Impari- 
ty among Church-Men Cc. But alleadges that I thought it not fitt, ſo 
much as te mention theſe Reaſonings of his, they being too hard and 
knotty for Me, and commends me highly for that piece of Mother-Wit. 
I heartily wiſh that this Gentleman had once given me occaſion to com- 
mend him for his ingenuity, for if in that forcited Paragraph of his 


pin. De aling, there be any thing of an Argument contain'd, or ſo much 
as one Text ef the New Teſtament cited, then let this Gentleman be 


konoured with a Crown of Lawrels, but if there be nothing in that Pa- 
ragraph but bare Aſſertions, as the Reader by inſpection ſhall ſoon dif 
cover, then it's eaſy ro know what this Gentleman deſerves; and in the 
mean time I cannot commend his Mother-Wit, in obligeing me to give 
this juſt account of him. and his way. Plan- Dealing page 19. The Gen- 
tleman has theſe Words how can (wiz. Stullingfleet) be ſaid, to own 


| Epiſcopacy to be indifferent and ambulatory, and in the Reply page 3 1. I 
ſaid, to pretend that Dr. Stiilinę fleet did not look upon the Government 


of the Church to be ambulatery in his Irenicums, is to aſſume a liberty to 


call black white, and white black, and now the Return he makes page 
1 39. He pretends that I am ſuch an one as cannot be ſatisfied, and truely 
it's hard if not impoſſible to ſatisſy any Man, that Dr. Stillingfteet in his 
Tremcum, doth not held the Government of the Church to be ambulatory, 


and J am very ſure, that he who after Reading that Book, if he under- 
ſtands what he reads, and yet is capable to deny it, ought not to be ad- 


There is enough already ſaid concerning the Tef, to ſatisfy the unbyaſ- 


& ſed Reader, but to pretend that Presbytry was eſtabliſhed here in the 
= Days of King Charles the 1, by Rebellion, is to reckon King Charles 
the 1½, and his Parliaments Rebellious, for there is nothing more plain, 


than thar King Charles the 1H. both by his Commiſſioner, and by him- 
50 ſelf 
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ſelf in perſon did Eftabliſh Presbytry by Act of Parliament, and now if King 
Chartes the 1f as as well as his Son King Charles the 24. and our Parliaments 
who eſtabliſhed and ratified the Presbyterian Government, were all Rebe llious, 
I would gladly know agamſi whom were they Rebells? Rebells againſt 
the Mitre no doubt: And now we underſtood the meaning of the Monar- 
chical Power of the Prelate, which ſome and particularly Mr, Seaze fo 
frequently ſpeaks of, and ſeems to be ſo fond of. 

Tage gt, He will have me guilty of diſingenuous jugling, becauſe 1 
had ſaid page 33s that the Prelatiſts in calling Pre/atical GovernmentA. 
poſtolick, did arraign the Clalin of Right, and declare the Queens Claim 

to the Crown Unchriſtian, but let kim {ay as he wil, it's plain enough 
to me, that to alledpe the States have declared an apoſtolical Conſtitution 
an inſupportable grievance, is to hold their declaration Unchriſtian, and 
ſeing the Queens Title is founded on ſuch a Declaration, by the moſt na- 
tive Conſequence, they muſt to'd ir Unchriftian too, I ſpend no mere time 
about ir, the matter is clear enough to all who allow themſclves, the 
free Exerciſe of their Reaſon. | x. 

Page 43. It was a wonderful Stoake of Impudence to alledge, that 
1 load the whole Nation with that moſt foul and dereſtable Fact, the 
Murther of King Charles the 18, and theretor I crave Com mon Juſtice, 
only that the Reader may conſider what is advanced by me Keply page 33, 
but 1 very well underſtand the pinch, the Plain dealer was brought to, and 
which hath made him fall into this eftronted Calumny , for Tlam-dealing. 
page 26. this Gentleman had ſaid, ſpeaking of the Murther of King 
Charles the 1ft. the only party they charge with it, are only thoſe who 
have never condemned that horrid, that bold, and inſolent Sin. Whereupon 
moſt natively 1 inferred the Presbyterians, then, ae not the Party in the 

Nation aimed at; ſeeing it is mainifeſt that they did condemn that horrid 

that bold, and inſolent Sin, as is ſufficiently evidenced by the Publick Records 
of the Church, as well as by many other deeds and Actions. The Con- 
cluſion is ſo clear, and the Argument ſo pungent, that the Plun-dealer not 
having Ingenuity enough to accknowlege the Truth, nor ſtrength enough 
to bear of the force of the Reaſon, he is forced to fill up his pages with 
tome what elſe, and now having vented this horrid and monſtrouſly falſe 
Calumny againſt me, he falls apon Presbyterians, and more eſpecially Presby- 
terian Miniiters, and to gain his Point, he brings in the Tranſactions of the 
Times between the year 38 and 40, but ſecing they make nothing to the main 
Point in hand, the granting or not granting a Toleration, the keeping or not 
keeping of Communion with the preſent eſtabliſhed Church, they ſerve only 
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to hold forth the ill diſpoſition and ſtrong Inaclination of the Author to 
prejudge the world againſt Presbyterians, but as I ſaid before, the tran- 
{a&ions of thoſe Times are ſet in their due Light, and the Nation is aquitted 
of that horrid Crime even by firangers , and for further ſatisſaction, I refers 
the reader to Tolerations Fence removed p. 33+ alſo py 11. TOY: 
1 have alſo ſcea a Pamphlet entituled, „„ 
3 Im part) among Paſtors, c. Examired. 


the Government of the Church by Divine Inſtitution, as maintained in an ex- 


tempore Debate & c and ſeeng I underſtand that Pamphlet, ſhall have an An- 

ſwer by One that is more concerned, and far more fitt for the Under- 
taking 1 ſhall only take notice of it, in ſo far as it entrencheth upon the 
Remarks en the caſe Cc. This extempere Man, gives us a ſurpriſing ſwatch 
18. of his Faith, and then of his Charity page 3: 4. 5. As for his Faith ke 


= fays he is frmly perſwaded that Prelacy u the true Government of the Geipel 
Cburch, by Divine Right. that the ſole Power of Oranation and puri diſlios belongs 
to the THrelate in Ecclefia conflituends, the ſaid Power as fine qua non mm 
XZ Ecii-f4 con fluuia, And ſeveral things to this purpoſe, to which I ſhall make 


no other return, but that perhaps this learned Kali, may find it more eaſy 


co believe thoſe things then to prove them, or ſatiify others about the 
grounds of his faith; as for his Charity we have a notable account of it, 
= 1 give you it, in kis own words page 4. 41 am beund (lays he) in charity 

| go beueve the worthy author of the Remarks Ce. hath never ſeen that excelent 


Bock, hath never con(jdered what Dr. Bammond wrote agent Blondel and 


| Salmaſius and page 5. ner ſo much as heard of Mr Rutherfords argaments 


in his Pauls Presbytry & c. likewiſe to reput him ignorant and a great flranger not 


= only te antiquity but even te the modern learned Writers of the one and «ther per- 
ſwaſon. A charuable Man indeed, but | muſt tell him, that as his charity 
is palpably a mock, ſo his faith is certainly a dream, and in the cloſe. 
=X ke'l find himſelf as little oblidged to his faith, as the author of the Remarks 
is to his Charity, and now having given the world, ſome IIluſtrious 
inſtances of his faith and charity, he proceeds page 6. to give a notable 


account of his veracity and modeſty, 1 moſt tell him ( fayes he) if he had 


1 underſtood and conſidered, that the moſt famous Antiquaries that wrote 
for Presbytry, acknowledged that Epiſcopacy in the modeſt ſenſe was mt roduced 
into the Church ſome 40 years after St. Iobr's death, indeed the Authour 
of the Remarks on the Cafe is obliged to him, for I very much doubt 
if ever any man would have told him ſo, if our authcr had not done 
it, for to pretend that the learned writers for Presbytery, or any one 
of them, learned or unlearned did acknowledge, that Epiſcopacy in the mo- 


dern ſenſes, was ſo early introduced into the Church, is fuch a minfirous 
untruth, that no man below our Authors confidence and Imagination 
5 | G 2 Would. 


D © {= | 
| would have ventured on it, he 9 Ii have the author of the Real: 
en the Caſe contradit himſelf, becauſe he owns (as he pretends) Jenatius 
Epifiles to be genuine, and yet denyes that there were Bitheps then of the 
modern, form throughout the whole Catholick Church: Good Sir? You. 
had never ſcen a contradiction here, it you had not borrowed your Brother 
Plam- Dealer his ſpectacles, however | ſhal ſtill grant, he that ſees a Foundation 
in Scripture for Prelacy, may eaſily obſerve a contradiction here, and 
ſtrong is the power of imagination, is it any where ſaid in Ignatius Epiſties, 
that there were Bitheps then (in the moderen form) throughout the 


5 whole Catholick Church, and why may net a man deny this, and yet 

ll | hold thoſe Epiſtels to be genuine, bur to be plain, I do not much doubt 

10 but Ignauut wrote Epiſtles, but that we have them pure, and 

th entire, as Ignatius wrote them, no man was yet ever able to demonſtrate, 
Jil 


10 and the exceptions led againſt their purity, by the Ingenioas Jameſon 
SN are ſuch, that the unbyſlyed Reader muft either own them to be 
interpolated; or have lower thoughts of them, and their Author then { am 
ill willing to entertain, _ On 5 
. Page. 9. he rcckons it Confidence in the Author of the Rewarks to ſay, 
ih that there is nor one word in all the Revelation, intimating that the Angels 
10 of the Aſiatieh Church, were ſingle perſons, much leſs ſuch as had power over 
1% Presbyters: but in my opinion it had been as much for our Doctors 
1 purpole, to have pointed at ſome one place or other in that book of 
M ſuch an Intimation, tlien to have called that a confident aſſertion, and 
10065 it is a moſt certain truth, that a ſingle term, is often to be underſtood 
„ Collectively in Scripture, as Perkins upon the Revelation with ſeveral 
0 others do prove, and it ſemes plain to me, however it may appear to 
1 the Dr. even from the Context, that the word Angel is to be ſo taken, 
. and ſeveral particulars are condeſcended on, to evince this, by the 
N Author of the Remarks: it was our Dr. wiſdom not te take notice of the 
M Duſt (as he terms it) raiſed by modern Presbyterian writers on this 
0, argument, leſt entring into it, he had been ſtiffled in it. but pag 10. 
he would gratify the world with a new argument, which is indeed nothing 
[i elle, but the effect of his inconſideration, he produces a Scripture Luke 22. 
1 7 31. 32. to prove that it is not univerſally true, that wherever in Scripture 
hs: there is a tranſition from the ſingular number to the plural, there the ſingular 
1 0 term, is to be taken collectively, for ſays he, our Saviour ſaid Simo Sin, Satan 
. hath deſired to have you, here is a true tranſition from the fingular number 
4% Simon Simon to the plural, you you, netwithſtanding wheref the ſingular 
% term, Simon, is not taken collectively, and thus he pretends to elude the 
10 exception raiſed againſt their ¶Achillean Argument from the Angels of the 
10 N Aſancl 


"Hh, #S Ws Bo ES. ood Pods 


Aſiatick Churches, as ye have it in 52 50 page of the;Remorks on the Caſes but : "4, 


this Gentle-man has fallen under « horrid miſtake, zhere is no parallel here, 


for beſide that a Tranſition in, Luke may he denyed, and that our Saviour 


may be taken as iuforming Pecer,, of the dedp deſitzus of Saran egainſt his 


whole diſciples, and wichal tor Peters comfort, he told him, but / have pray 
ed for thee , we are ſpeaking, he would conſider ef appellative names, 


and we ſay that where ever in Scripture, the tranſition is from an Appellative, 
in the Singlar Number to the Plural, there the Appellative is to be taken 


Collectivelſy, and this Good Difputant forſooth, pretends he has ſound a trapsi- 


tion from a proper name, which cannot poſſibly be taken Collectively, aud 
which makes nothing to the purpoſe; But what ever the Doctor may 
think of this, he has even given ſome occation to ſay he has forgot 
the Rules of Diſputation; And what makes moſt for his own cauſe, when 


| he would cunningly turne over upon us, the proofe of a Negative vis 


that the term Angel, is not to be taken as a ſingle Perſon's And as 


parity on that Text, It's their argument for imparity, and therefor it was incum : 
bent on him to prove that the term angel was fo taken, and to be underſtood; 
and ſeing he has not ſo much as once attempted it, when it made fo mum 
for his intereſt I reckon he found it above his Tower. | till reckon Au- 
gullin even as cited by our Dr. page 11. of our mind, and it is no evidence 
to the, contrary, that our Dr. is pleaſed to ſay he is foully perverted by us, 
Tycontusjoins witk us, in taking the word Angel collectively, as you have 
him Auguſtin lib. 3. 30. de Dett. Chriſ: inſtead of whom the Author of the 
Remarks (peaking from his memory ſet down Tauan, whereupon fortouths 
our mfallible Dr. makes an hideous: outcry, and tells the World that Frei- 
byterian Writers quote ancient Authors unfaithfully - ank he has fre- 
quently found them napping . hut as it is uſual. with Children ,- he bas 
cry'd himſelf afleep, for I find him napp ing and raving too, telling of a 

Book wrote by Mr. Wilm Fetch Miniſter of Feebles now at Drumfriſe, and 
arguing, powerfully from it, whereas in plain verity Mr. iam Fetch did ne ver 
write any iuch Book. Naw would our Dr. take it well, if 1 ſhonld tran- 
ſcribe his own words, and ſerve him in his own: terms for. this Blonder 
hall I now ſay that I'm bound in Charity to believe our worthy Dr. never in 


all his life ſaw the Book , he pretends to argue from, but theſe things I 
tall ia great humility torbear, paying a profound reverence to the Emi- 


neuce of his Degrees. As for the Argument uſed Remarks p. 6. tn prove 
that the Term Angel muſt be. taken collectively, and that the body of 
Presbyters muſt he underſtood by it, the Dr. agrees to it, ſave in one point 
viz; tho he frankly acknowledges Presbyters Were lights in reſpe& of the 
People, yet he will by no means allow, that they were lights with reſpeck 
the Biſhop; it this diſtnction be but imaginary, it is not in the Drs: 
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power, as is clear from his own Paper to invalidate the Concluſion , and 
in my Opinion, the diſtinction is not only Imaginary, but Ridiculous , and 


Profane, to pretend that Presbyters, who have their Commiſſion from Chrift 


and preaching the Duties of Chriſtians, as well as the Relational Duties ef 


Church Officers, are not the lights of God, and the Ambaſſadours of Chrift, - i 


even to pretended Prelats themſelves, is unaccountable with a Witneſs, and 
what no Ingenuous Prelatift tho' never ſo much ſtraitned by an argument 
would have dared to aſſert. „„ | 

P. 15. I muſtſhew the Remarker (ſayes he) his groſs miſtake, in alledging 


that the Author of the Caſe, his argument for. the ſeveral Degrees among 


Biſhops proves nothing, if it do not prove the neceſſity of a Pope; here [ 


muſt commend our Doctors Wit for two things, Firſt, becauſe he has not 


directed the Reader to the 10th page of the Remarks, where the Argument 
is ſet oft with the cleareſt light and conviction. 2. Becauſe he has not 
o much as attempted to anſwer it, bur vainly pretends that if the Au- 


thor had known ſuch a Citation, and ſuch a Citation in Mr, Calm, he 
had never ſtumbled upon ſuch a miſtake, but I muſt tell Our Doctor, that 


the Author of the Remarks, is no implicit Faith- Man, and will not be led 
by mere Authority, but by Scripture and Reaſon, Altho' he muſt com- 


mend the Dr. in making uſe of Authority, when both Scripture and Rea- 
| ſon abſolutely refuſe ro contribute for bis aſſiſtance, and a long Latine 


Citation may ſerve to darken the eyes of the Ignorant Reader, when nothing 


can be given him that is ſenſible in his Mother- Tongue: And yet in the 


mean time, were thoſe Citations duely canvaſſed and compared with other 
places of that worthy Author , nothing more than a bore precedency would 
be found pleaded for, and that for orders ſake, by the Reverend and Judi- 
cious Mr. Calvin. | / 

Page 17. 18. He falls mighty foul upon the Author of the Remarks, hell 
have him either grofly Ignorant or Diſingenuous, why ? Becauſe he had 
ſaid that Superiatendants were never honoured to be Moderators of the 
Aſſembly, its plain Arestin Superintendant for Anga, and 1/iock, Super- 
intendant for the AZerſs, were choſen Moderators in the Aſſemblies, and 
that oftner than once; and therefore the Author of the Remarks ſhould not 
have ſaid never honoured, but rarely benewred, and theſe two did not mo- 
derate Virtute Officu, but by vertue of the Aſſemblies choiſe, and thus the 
matter may be mended, and the Argument will run every whit as ſtrong. 


If the Superintendants were rarely honoured to be Moderators of the Al- 


ſernbly , and when they were advanced thereto, it was by choiſe only, then 
ſure they were not leokt upon by the Church, to be of a Superior Office to 


the reſt of the Miniſters and Members of the Aſſembly, but they were 
| rarely 
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rarely honoured to be Moderators, and never but by cheiſe z and conſe- 
uently Cc. The connexion of the Major is clear, for in all Judicatories of 
| the Church, where Prelats or Biſhops are owned and are preſent, they aflume 
the precedency as due to their Character, and as the leaſt mark of reſpe& 
that can be put upon them, and the minor is undenyable and frankly acknow- 
ledged by Our Author, while he ſaith Areski was choſen Moderator, Vi- 
lock was choſen Mederator, and I do add Mr. Ferguſon of Dumfermiing was 
© choſen Moderator, who was neither Superintendant nor Biſhop, as Calser- 
wood obſerves: and I muſt tell Our Author, Mr. Andrew Ramſey was cho- 
ſen Moderator, Mr. Robert Douglaſs was choſen Moderator,&c, And there- 
fore ſecing they never came to that place, but by Choiſe more than others 
of their Brethren , its plain demonſtration that our Reformers looked not 
upon them as ſuperior in Office to Presbyters; bat I would ask this kearned 
Rabbi a grave Queſtion or two, how came he to overlook the other four 
Arguments uſed in the Remarks , to prove that our Reformers did not look 
upon Superiatendants as Prelars or Biſhops; Was it not told him that they 
had no conſecration by impoſition of hands, tho indeed they had ſolemn 


Zadmiffion, as a Miniſter hath when he is tranſported from one place to ano- 
ther, and this Office of Admiſſion was performed by mere Presbyters; did 
not Mr. Knox admitt Sporſwood Superintendant for Lorbian, and its ſtrange 
to hear our Doctor ſay Spot ſwood was conſecrated Superintendant as page 
17, conſecratcd without impoſition of hands, conſecrated by a mere Pres- 
byter! It ſeems this Gentleman will frankly allow the Power of Conſecra- 


tion to a mere Presbyter, when it makes for him, tho* many of his Gang 


Ve 


will not allow the power of Ordination to a whole Preibyterie. 2dly Was 


* 


4 
5, 
*. 


Mit not told him that the Superintendant was countable to, and cenſurable 


"Th 


-* | 8 - . . 
dy choſe over whom they ſupermtended , is this conſiſtent with a Negare, 


por is the want of a Negarive conſiſtent with Prelacy ? where a Negative is 
not pretended to, are not matters managed in that Judicatorie by Officers 


Acting in parity ? Doth there any thing more remain to the Preſident of 
that Meeting Superintendent or Biſhop, call him as ye will, but a Prece. 
ency or Moderatorſhip- in the Judicatory ? and was not this the caſe of our 
Puperintendents? It had been fully as reaſonable then, for our Doctor to 
Wave, taken this ſecond Argument wholly under conſideration, and far more 
Logical than to have fallen upon the concluſion, and called the Author of 


2 he Remarks Ignorant and lmpudent, without ſo much as once touching the 
Premiſſes from which it was neceſſarly deduced. A 34 Argument in the 


Cc, was others did the work of Superintendants by Commiſſion from the 
Aſſembly for an year only, even Mere-lresbyters, and therefore in the 
Judgement of the Church the work of the Superintendant was not the work 

| 9 H 2 - of 


Tit PE 
TS 10 ORR 
10 0 a 


#11 


n 


ji! 
fi 
4! 


$4 
' 
ji 


: 
: 
f 
: 
: 
: 


Biſhop of Divine Inſtitution, but all theſe our witty Doctor wiſely paſſeth 
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Books; eſpecially out of the Letter from a Gentieman to a Member of 


134 „ + 
of an Office, but a work which u l Presbyter could perform by ſpecial 
appointment, and for a limited time. 4. It was told that Gerdes Biſhop of 
Galloway who reformed from Popery , was received as a Paſtor, but not as 
a Biſhop, which they would have done if they had judged the Office of a 


over, wiy ? perhaps he is a Gentleman of. a weak and ſqueamiſh Stomach, 
and thoſe raw and indigeſted thoughts, as he terms it page 19. had done 
him harm, proven too ſtrong for his conſtitution, but tho? he had really 
judged ſo, might he not have given them ſome ſuch ſhort confutation as he 
gives that learned Book, Prins Unbiſhoping of 7 imo;by and Titus page 12, 
ſpeaking of it, he calls it Pitiſul and Ridiculous Huff as may be, (this elevated 
Man works all by authority you find) Learned Confutation indeed, yer fuch 
as the Greateſt Sot may eafily return to the Learnedeſt Clerks! It were ca- 
fie for me, now to tranſcribe our Authors own words page 18. 19. and ſay 
if our Drs. Brow be not of braſs, and his heart of Oak or Marble, &c. 
But I will pay ſome reverence to his Character, and give ſome eaſe to the: 
Printer, He pretends that the Author of the Remarks hath ruined his Re- 
putation, which he has undeſervedly obtain'd , but who can ſtand before 
Envy, Iam of opinion the Author of the Remarks hath loſt as little Repu- 
tation by his Writings , as the Dr. has gain d by his. But to pretend that 
the Remarks came to light by the Authority, and with the Approbation of 
the Com niſſion of the Church, is a haſe falſhood, therefore what ever ef- 
cape may be in that paper, it is chargeable upon the Author only, and reach- 
eth not the Credit of any other. But then our Dr. is bold enough, and 
gives us another daſh of his preſumptuous and unaccountable Charity, in 
adviſing the Author of the Remarks in ſuch an huffing, hectoring, jeering, 7 
way, more becoming a Comedian or Mountebank, than a grave and ſerious Ay 
Dr. in Divinity that ſhould ſpeak the words of truth and ſoberneſs, ſurely Wl 
I have had occafion enough given me, to give ſome charitable Ad- 
vices to our author, but being perſuaded by what I have ſeen of him, that 
he is ſomes what wiſe in his own eyes, and reckons himſelf as far above me 
in Wiſdom and Knowledge, as he is indeed in Years, (all which I may Wl 
cafily grant) therefore I ſhal not be fo preſumptuous, and as for the cu- 
rious Argument propoſed in the extemporary Debate, altho? I reckon it a 
matter of no great difficulty to expoſe it to a wonder, ſeing / am informed , 
it is already done to my hand, 7 ſhal trouble my ſelf no further with the 

come at length to conſider that Pamphlet, eutituled , «4 ore Chara. 
der of the Presbytertan Spirit, in fo far as it can be gathered out ef their 


Farliar 


Parliament, the vindication thereof, and Remarks upon the Caſe, And 
now I would have the Judicious to conſider, how impoſſible it is by any 
Logick to draw an exact and juſt accompt of the Presbjrerian Spiri, from 
the Writings of two or three only concerning Toleration's and this is all 


the foundation on which this curious Architect doth build the Cha- 


racter of the Presbyterian Spiru. This Gentleman has fallen upon a notable 


4 Knack indeed, and by a little improvement of his art, he may build Caſt- 


les in the Air, with great facility. But if this way of reaſoning, were 
peculiar to our Author, and other two only among the Frelatiſts, / would 
judge that ſett of Men very fair and equall Diſputants, and reckon it an 


4 high injury , to characterize the whole Party, by the failures of thoſe 
F chree. | | | 


In his Preface page 3. he cites, ds he pretends, the old Definition of 


2 Presbyterian viz: a Chriſtian, frighyted out of his wits ,. and alledges 
that it was never more verified, than in the preſent Writers, eſpecially in 
X theſe above mentioned, where our Author found this old definition of a 
Presbyterian, is perhaps a ſecret, he muſt not gratifie us with, bur fonany 
Man of old, or ef late, to paſs ſuch a character upon, or give ſuch a de- 
EZ finiction of a Presbyterian in Brittais, or in any other place where Presby- 
terians are known, ſerves only to diſcover the folly, as well as the indif- 


poſition, and ill affection of the Broacher. And as for the abovemention- 


ed Writers viz: the Authors of the Papers, particularly ſpecified, in his 
Title-page, in whom, he pretends, that odd definition of a Presbyterian 


is verified: perhaps he'l find them few in number, and ſome may tell 


him they have but one Author: and therefore tho that one Ferſun were 


indeed frighted out of his wits , as all that know him, very well know the 


contrary: yet it would be highly unjuſt, for the diſtraction of one, to 
3 reckon all the Presbyrerians frighted out of their Wits. But ir ſeems. our 
Author can p-vve nothing againft Presbyterians , unleſs yo. will allow 
him to proceed a parnculars ad untverſale, which is yet more illogicall, than 


to proceed ad decimam nonem conſequentiam,, which he without all ſhadow 
of reaſon , charges his Antagoniſt with. He likewile pretends , that thoſe 
who write againſt Toleration , have ſtuffea their Pamphlets with moſt . 


unotorious untrutus, lies and calumnies, and ſeeing he undertakes to point 
cout thoſe untruths, Cc. and challenges any Man; eſpecially their Authors 
to defend them, it will beſt appear, whether his charge be juſt, or un- 
juſt, after that the particulars, he condeſcends on, ſhall be examined, 
And becauſe | have got ſuch a ſwatch of his reaſoning faculty, in his Pre- 
face and Title- page; | ſhall not debate the merit of the Cauſe, or wrangle 
with him about any Argument. 1 ſhall only take notice of thoſe particu. 
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lars, which he will have to be untruths, lies and calumnies: and in this I 


muſt be reckoned the more fair, ſeing in the laſt lines of his Preface, he 


confines the work to that Province. And, | | 
Firſt of all, our Author fals upon the Letter, from a Gentleman to a 


Member of Parliament, in which he pretends, there is a contradiction, for 


( fays he) page 4. it is faid , all the aim the Toleration can have, muſt 
be meerly to furniſh a maintenance, for a few Epiſcopal] Miniſters, and 
page 6. it is ſaid, it Toleration be preſſed, the Introduction of Prelacy is 
neceſſarily intended and deſigned. Our Author thinks this looks like an 
other deſign, or aim, and ſo do I too, but is there any contradiction | 
here? No ſurely : tor page 4, the Author of the Letter ſpeaks of the Aim, | 

or defign the Parliament might have, in granting a Toleration, and why MW 
may not a Judicatorie, ſuch as the Parliament have one end onely, in 
granting a Requeſt, and thoſe that ꝑgeſs for it, one, or more different from 


that: ſo that the cont:adiftion is not in the Letter, but in the brain of 1, 


the Obſerver, and if there ſhould he a thouſand lodged there, Presbyte- 
rians may be very conſiſtent with themſelves, notwithſtanding of that. | 
Page 4. He muſters up a heavy Charge againſt Presbyterians, as if they 
had impriſoned , plundered, and rabled Kpiſcopall Miniſters. As for rab- 
ling, it is ſpoke to already Remarks page 14. as for plundering , a parti- 
cular Charge ſhould be. given in againſt the Guilty, and they ſhould be 


- obliged to make reſtitution. But 1 very much doubt, if any ſuch parti- 


cular Charge can be given, and although it could, this generall one might 
be juſtly reckoned a calunny. As for impriſonments, let the Gover- 
nours ſce to that, I ſuppoſe it concerns them te chaſtiſe our Author, or 
oblidge him to be more particular, and were it not that they nd his tongue 
is no ſlander, more than that of any noted ſcold, it is more than probable, 
they had taken him to task ere now. He alledges alſo, that the ſtipends 
Prelaticall Miniſters actually ſerved for, were taken from them, and given 
to Fresbyterian Preachers. Here we haye another Charge advanced againſt - 
the Rulers, and Judges of the Land, and for ovght that ever / heard, ne- 
thing can be more untrue, 


* 


Page 4. Towards the cloſe, he alledges ſome Scandalous perſons are con- 1 
nived at, others are pecunially diſmiſſed, nay more ( ſays he) ſome un- 


der ſuſpicion ot groſs Scandals, are not once tabled before them, viz: 
the Judicatorics of the Church, and withall adds, ſuſpicion is enough to 
7 ſhall begin with the laſt clauſe of this Libell, 
and / hope, it will not be thought amiſs, that J anſwer him backward, 
and therefor, in the firfi place, I am glad, our Author owns ſuſpicion 
enough to make further enquiry, and J hope, if this be his Judgement 

| indeed, 


— 


85 2 I 5 (87) 
indeed, he will be at ſome pains to 
upon ſuſpicion , and common fame, and that they are far in the wrong 


in complaining of it . as indeed they are. And in the next place, / mult 
tell him, that the judicatories of the Church cannot be blamed , for thoſe 


ſuſpected of groſs Scandals that are net ſo much as once tabled before them, 


tho the particular Perſons who know the grounds of the ſuſpicion, may be 


highly culpable, for not delating, or informing. J know none connived 


at, and re pretend, that ſcandalous Perſons ate pecunially diſmiſſed by 
the judicatories of this Church, is an abſolute untruth, and fo contrarie 


of our way, that to aſſert it, is to proſtitute the Reputation of the Aſſer- 


cov; and let this Gentleman talk, as he will, the body of Debauchces and © 


roaring boyes in the Nation, are Adverſarics to Presbytery , and Friends 
to Prelacy. fee 85 


Page 5. he will have the Author of the Letter, a Man that regards not 
the ninth Commandment, becauſe he had ſaid page 10, do not ſome of 
the Prelaticall Miniſters pray for the King, in their Families, yea and in 


chels Meeting-Houſes , even fince the Queens happy acceſſion to the Crown. 
But there is no Breach of the ninth Command here, nor of his duty and 


allegiance to the Queen: for a particular account of tkis was given in to 
the late Aſſembly , which they did lay before the Queen, and the Council 


convince ſome of his ſtamp, that there 
was no unjuſtice done them, by the Church, in taking 'tria!l of them, 


to the knowledge, and Conſcience of all Men that have the leaſt knowledge 


alſo, and if che Government think fit to enquire into it, Particulars ſhall be | 


| cafily condeſcended on, He pretends , moſt part of the Meeting-Houſe- 
Preachers pray in Termmss » for the Queen. 


1 enjoined by their Prelats, yea tho I de not frequent their Meetings, yet 


choſe who do, informe me, that their Preachers pray not in Terms for 
the Queen, but in a meſt jugling manner, for our Sovereign. And I un- 

: * {WE dertake to prove, if any man has the impudence to deny it, that this is 
their unanimous courſe in the ſhire where I live, and now having ſhown 
his ill-will to the Letter, as well as a ſtrong inclination to malign the 


Author of it, he fal 


* 


s foul upon that Paper, entituled '7o/erations Fence re- 


oved, &c. „ 
| Page 5. and 6, He takes notice that in the fourth page of Toelerations - 


z Fence removed, it is ſaid, there was no Schiſm in the Church, before the 


RF fixty two, and to make this appear an untruth, our Author tels us of 
the difference between the Remonſtrators, and the publick Reſoluticners. 
It ſeems he judges it a greater fhame, for a man to hold his peace, when 

he has n6thing to ſay, than to ſpeak , tho never ſo extrayaganitly - | 

| FF © | | ar _ 


1. I am ſure if they do, they 
= contradi& the Orders of their Superiours, and the form concerted, and 


* * 


\ . 7 


far from the purpoſe. We are deln a Tolerations Fence removed of Di- 
viſion in this Church, upon the account of Presbyters, aud Prelacy , and 
it is obſerved there, that there was no diviſion in this Church, according 
to the Author of the Caſe , the Author of the Defence, and the Plain. Vea 
5 ler, before the ſixty ſixth upon that Score, and it is there owned, that 
there was none, before the ſixty two, upon the account of Presbytery , 
005 and Prelacy , and may not all this be true, notwithſtanding of that un- 
Ul; ſ} happy difference, which fell in amongſt Presbyterians, and which now 
| (bleſſed be the Lord) is entirely removed. /bidem he learnedly argues, 
that a lineall and uninterrupted Succeſſion of Pattors, and Prelats canoni- 
cally ordained from the Apoſtles, ought not to be denied; tho' it could 


0 [i not be proven, no more, than one ought to denie his Antagoniſt to be 
1 10610 
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104 deſcended from Adam, becauſe he cannot inſtruct his Succeſſion, from 
Will Father to Son. But I am of opinion, he ſhall never make the Caſes pa- 
(LHR rallel, till once it appear as impoſſible to find a Church Officer in the Houſe 
„ of God not canonically ordained, as it is to find a Man in the World, 
e a that is not deſcended of Adam. „ ; jc „ 
Wins. Page 6. and 7. He takes upon him to deny, that the poor Women 
WE:  _ ſpoke of T: F. R: page 8. were tied to ſtakes, within Floodmark , till | 
| the Seacame up, and drowned them; and yet | have a paper from eye, 
1600, and car Witneſſes of that abominable Fact, yea, and tho? the Soldiers, 
e by vertue of an Order, from the Council, made ſome ſham triall, before 
e they did thus execute theſe. Women, it may be well ſaid, they cied with- 
100 0 out any due form, or proceſs of Law, and nothing can be more unac- 
. countable, than to grant ſuch a power to Soldiers to kill whomſoever 
I they met, on the read, or found at their work, if they would not give 
them ſatisfaction, in ſuch matters, as they were allowed to interrogate 
1% them upon, and not a few were thus ſummarily executed. _- 
Page 7. He would make the World believe, that the Preshyterians but 
5 chered Major Pohnſtoan, and that barbarouſly, and treacherouſſy. This 
| Gentleman, m his next print, may tell the World , how the Presbyterians 
0 0 have butchered the Emperour of the Turks, or Czaar of Muſcovy , it he 
e will: for it is very well known, Major fohnfleun died in his Bed, after 
ll ; that he had lived to a good old age. He was indeed very vexatious to 
Pres byterians, and as I am informed, he was carryed into a Company of 
them, as if it had been to apprehend and a conventicle: but coming alone, 
ſome young Men amongſt them laid hold upon him, and made him make 
ſolemn promiſes to trouble them no more; which yet he did not keep, 
but lived long enough to be a ſcourge to them; and this is all the but- 
chering, that good Man met with from Presbyterians, He ——_ al- 
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low, that Gorden Biſhop of Galloway turned Popiſh. . However I am, ſure, 
it is generally ſaid, and I my, ſelf had it from a Gentleman that ſaw him 
at St. Germans, and in regard that Gentleman is a Man ef gocd intel- | 
ligence, and of undoubted credit, I made no doubt, nor do | yet of what 
he ſaid. He tels us of one Brewn, that perſonated a Presbyterian Mini- 
fier, and kept conventicles who was really a Popilh Prieft, and 1 can tell 
him, the Devil transforms himſelf into an Angel of Light, and did 
once appear, in Semuels mantle, and what the worſt are the Prophets, or 
the Angels of Light, fer that; He likewiſe tels us page 7, of one who in- 
truded himſelf into a Gentlemans Company, and called himfelt a Presby- 
terian Miniſter, ftole the Gentlemans horſe, and was afterwards hanged. 


= Pcrhaps it had farcd the better with him, and the Gentleman too, if he 


had called himſelf a Prelaticall Miniſter : the Gentleman might have taken 
more care of his Herle, and fo not only have kept him, but alſo preſerv. 
cd the Poor fellow from the Gallows. Interpone, tuis, interdum gaudia curit. 
= Pape 8. He ſays he will give us one who was a Presbyterian, and a 
= Presbyterian Minifter too, who avowed the Murther of Charles the firſt, viz. 
Mr. Shrts, alleging that in the Find let Looſe, he approves of it. Whether 
Mr. Shiels was the Author of that Book or not, I believe our worthy Au- 
thor knows no more than I do, and do declare, 1 know it not; 1 
ſhall only ſay, Mr. Shze/s died, as much beloved, and lamented by all, 
(whether Presbyterian or Prelaticall } in the Nation that have any ſenſe of 
Religion, or true concern for the honour and profit of the Countrey, as 
any | can name; And all thoſe of Mr. Shielt his acquaintance, eſpecially 
fince he was ordained a Miniſter, can bear him Witneſs, that he had no 
= ſuch poylonous or wicked principle, as this Man ſpeaks of. . 
= Page 8. he ſcems to be much offended, that the, Members of the 
*X Afembly Anno 1690. ſhould be called Equall, if not Superior to any Aſſembly 

or Convocation in Britain in our day, for Age, Learning, Prudence, and 
= Gravity. and I am very much indifferent, whether he be offended, or 


act, for | am fure; it may be ſaid of them, that cannot be ſaid of any other 


Aſſembly or Convocation; all of them were Confeſſors , and had luftered 
in one Capacity or another for the truth, the Kingly dignity of Clift, 
and priviledges of his houſe, and for that Peeviſh and diſingenuous queſ- 


| YM tion, if they were ſuch fine Men, why did they chuſe a depoſed Miniſtes 
Moderator? Io this 1 anſwer, Mr. Kezaedy Moderator of that Affembly 


was under no Cenſure, when he was choſen Moderator, faleſs under a 


Ventence of Depoſition; It is true, he was once put under Cenſure, by 


i 2 party, called the publick Reſolutioners, becauſe, he was oppoſite to them 
925 „ 


n 


and proteftator, but for no Error or Miſcarriage of life, but that Diffe. 
rence amongſt Presbyterian Miniſters being by the Mercy of God, happly, 
and many years before that Aſſemblie removed, all Cenſures. that had 
paſſed on that account Allenarly, and particularly that of Mr. Kennelies, 
were taken off, and declared null. but it is hard to deal with Men 
that have nothing before their eyes, but how to raiſe duſt, and throw 
dirt upon thoſe they hate without having any regard ro Truth, Conſcience, 
or credit. oper rand Ee on WOO 8 
 lbidem He will not have it: ſaid, that no Reformed Church did ever 
yet judge any Church not duly conſtitute, beeauſe it wanted Biſhops. now 
if Tolerations Fence removed Page 15. be conſidered; the Judicious Reader 
will obſerve, that this as will as other things there ſaid hath no other 
Scope, than that in the judgement of the Author, no reformed Church 
[WHEY did judge it ſinfull to hold Communion With a Church that wanteth Pre- 
10 lates, or that that is a juſt Ground of Separation. Now if this be granted; 
10005 the ſcope and Defign of what is ſaid page above cited, is obtained, and 
e the Argument there dorh conclude, and therefor, I may reckon my ſelf the 
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Wi leſs concerned, for the Words, or Phraſe there uſed. He will have us to 
DO enquire at the reformed Church of Bohemia , if they do not judge a MM 
. * Church not duly conſtitute if it wants Prelats, and } bid him open 
M defiance, to point out any deed of hers condemning hers ſiſter Churches, as 
15 | not duly conſtitute upon that account, and I ſay the ſame, as to rhe 
Ml Church of England, cſpecially in former times, and to clear this the more 
10000. tully, let the Courteous Reader conſider the 8. 24. 25. and 26. pages 
I of the Remarks upen the Cafe; yea ſo far was this from being the judgement 
1 of the Church of England, even in the beginning of Biſhop Landes time, 
0 who was the firf}, and chif promoter of it there, that Decfor Heland the 


. 2 . #4 . $ . 
MoH Kings Profeſſoer of Divinity in Oxon, was much offended with Dr. 
| 


e 4 
ö Laud, for aſſerting the Due Reghe of Epuſcopecy, in a Diſputation for 
0 his Degrees, he checked him publickly, and told him, he was a ſchiſmatiri, 
Weh and went about ro make a Diviſion between the Engliſh and other 
h Relermed Churches, and although of late (for it was not the former 
e pee! the Engl Church oblidged the Miniſters of the French Church, 
1 and other Re formed Churches that have not Prelats, to be Rcordained, 
ee before they can be allowed to ſerve in the Church of Esgland. yet | 
0 | I do again bid open Defiance, to this man, to condeſcend upon any Canon 
(Ren | or Conttitution, wherein they deny Men to be Miniſters becauſe they 
Ml Want Epiſcopal! Ordination, tho he has the Confidence to aflert it. and 
1 As for the Reordmation, if this Gentelman had leaſure to read, what has 
1 been printed. or that head, he would find eminent men, of the 
Bel dy | Church 
e 


.; APR 


Church of England declaring that that is uſed, as a forme of 
Admiſſiion into the Church, and not as if Men had not been Mi ies 


JJ d ⁵⁵ T Os 


before. = Se + ohh 
Page 9. He will have the Author of 7. F. R 


; | belides himſelf 
| becauſe he had ſaid page 13. Baptiſme is not refuſed to weak dying In- 


fants that cannot be brought to Church. If the Author forſaid had laid, - 
no more, it might have looked a little ſtrange, but he enlarges upon the point, © 


and explains himſelf fully, and therefore as it is moſt unfaire to cite half a 
Sentence, or a general Propoſition without taking notice of other Sentences 


W illuminating, and determining the ſame, ſo ] am hopefall, the courteous 
I Reader will judge it neceſſary to conlult the whole paragraph, in the for- 


cited place, where theſe words are uſed before he can pals any Judge- 
ment on them, according to that Maxim Turpe eft de lege juaicare, nondum te 
lege inſpiecta. | : ils 

Ihidem he will not allow that the Presbytrians, ſtand or kneel, in time of 


prayer, but whither he allow it, or not, I am very ſure Presbyterians do 
ſtand, that is to ſay, many of them: it cannot be ſaid of all, at all times, 
nor can it be ſaid of all the Prelatiſts in the Nation, and the ſame 
may be ſaid, with reſpect to that of hearing the word uncovered, but enough 
ol this already Page (18) of this paper. | | | | 


Page 10. he complains, that. in the Presbyterian Churches, all the while 
the Congregation is a conveening, there is no publick edification at all, and 
that thoſe who come firſt, are but ill employed, asking impertinent queſti- 
ons, I'll anſwer our Author, once more backward, perhaps when he was 
amongſt the number of thoſe that came firſt to the Church, unbecoming 
Diſcourſe might be entertained between him, and his companions, and 
yet the honeſt Presbyterians. that were without the reach of this Di 


3 ſturbance might be very well employed, Again I very much doubt, if a 
X ſolid Reaſon can be given, why any of Gods Sacred Ordinances ſhould be 
diſpenced, before the Congregation be conveened, or if the practice of 


the Primitive Church can be adduced to countenance that way, or that of 


any Church, whether Ancient, or modern, but of this. and all ke ſayes about 


- 


it, enough already page (% Kc. x hal Co 5, 5 
Page 11. he will have his Antagoniſt a Malicious, Impudent, Braſen faced 
Impoſture. a ſhort, and weighty Character indeed; but it may be eaſily born, 
ſeing ir hath nothing for its Foundation, bur the Diſcretion, and good 
aftection of its Author; However. that the Reader may the better know 
what reſpect is to be had to the Characters, this juſt, and judicious Gen- 


| tleman | doth coin. and throw at Men, its proper, be conſider the 


Ground condeſcended on for this. ſpeaking of the Doxologie, Tol F. R. 
| 7 „„ : TR Page 
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Page 19. the Aukor fays, all he 3 will bear record, that every 
ſermon was concluded, with the De xolegie to the Blessed Trinity, and 
uſually the Prayers too: It may be ſuppoſed I know the Cuſtom, and I do 
declare that I remember not of any one Sermon that concluded other 
wiſe: And I am (ſure, all the hearers, in ſome places, will bear record, 
that every Sermon is concluded, with a Dexology, and conſequently to the 
Bleſsed Trinity; for ſeing, none will denie, but we own one God, and three 
ersons, alt muſt couclude, in giving glory to God, we give glory to, 
the Trinity, yea and 1 dare ſay further, and appeal to the hearers too, 
that uſually, as the prayers, ſo the ſermons are concluded with an 
expreſs Doxologie, to the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, now let it be 
well conſidered, if at this rate of ſpeakng, our Author doth not rather give a 
Character of his own Spirit, than of the Spirit of thoſe againſt whom 


he writes. 1 | | ITY 
Page tz. He will have his Antagoniſt Diſingenuous, becauſe he had 


. ſaid, they muſt have mighty ſqueamiſh Conſciences, that are neceſſitat 
1 to ſeparate from a Church that ſo frequently uſes the Doxelogie in proſe, 
ke; merely becauſe, four lines of Humane Compoſure are not ſung in meeter, 
Wl to the ſame purpoſe , adding this Queſtion , who ſeparates trom them, 
. merely upon that account? Truely after the laſt Complement, he may 
1 call his Antagoniſt Dilingenuous, or what he will, I am ſure the Plain- 
1% Dealer, and ſeveral others of his Kidney, who take upon them to Exhi- 
e bite the Grounds, and Reaſons, why they cannot, in Conſcience join 
W 8 | x LY . . 

0 Ty with the —_— . give 17 not _ the ee as one ; 
10 00 0 | ure the Difference between their way, and our way ok 
(IEA And I ain as ure, a 5 : 3 : :; 

[IM uſing of it, lies meerly in this that they ſing it, at certain times, and 
[LG we lay it at certain times; And therefor , their Confciences muſt be 
SRI very ſqueamiſn, that feparate merely upon that account. And if this be 
Alt wn 2 reall ſcruple of Conſcience, tho? all other things were yeelded to them, 
W they mult either ſeparate merely upon that account, or elſe hold Com- 
RA munton with us, contrarie to their Conſciences. And if it be no reall 
0 Mw ſeruple of Conſcience, why is it reckoned up as one, why have any de- 
1 bate about it? Aud this Gentleman miſtakes the Figure, if ke imagines 
Il 0 there is any ground, for a retorſion here, unleſs he can ſhow us, where 
| Presbyterians fixed upon the uſing the Doxologie in meeter , for a ground 
170 of their Separation. | T7 


0 As for what he ſpeaks of rabling, and of the buſineſs of EAgine, enough 
has been faid dy oy e 0 #4 2f ede e 

Again page 14. our Author caimet be fatisfied', that Foleration would 
pare the way to Prelacy, and ſo to Popery. "Tis hard to ſatisfie 22 


: tn % 
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Men, however he may well know, how much Toleration wight 


3 


he may well know, how much Tolcration-might advaniee-..... 
Prelacy, and give Perſons of that ſtamp opporzunity, to propagaete their 

anteRevolution Principles, and all know how far this might go to diſs 

ö poſes for a Popifh Succeſſor, and therefore « primo ad witimum , ſome, think, 


they may rationally conclude, that the granting of a, Toleration, may prove 
an opening of the door to Popery. It this Gentleman be of another O- 


pinion, let him enjoy it, and patiently bear with ethers that differ from 
him. How gladly would ſome Men intrude: themſelves into good Com- 
pany , and therefore (ſays hey to pretend that Prelacy ſuppoſes Popery, © 
is to calumniate Her Majeſty, No, ne Good Sir, we make no ſuch 
ſuppoſition, we know Her Majeſties averſion from Popery, as well as 
that of the Prelats, and Churchmen of England, and Ireland who ſtand 

| upon a Revolution bottom, and are firm to that Intereſt , and have given 
the higheſt Aſſurances, that they will not receive a Fopiſh Succeſſor. 

page 15. This Gentleman, as well as his Brother Plain- Dealer had dene 

before, in imitation of the Emperour Domian, buſies himſelf in catching 
flies, nibling at the Name Tatian, which was ſet down in ſtead of Bes- 
nius, and at another Expreſſion, viz. that the Smpermtenaents were neuer 
honoured 4 in ſtead of were rarely Honoured, to be Moderators cf the Ge- 
nerall Aſſembly; but enough of this before. I ſuppoſe, this Gentleman 

| may find it a difficult task, to prove, that it belongs to merr ruling El- 


n ders, by Divine Warrant, to judge of the ſoundneis of Doctrine, accord- 
- ing to the Presbyterian Principles; and as for his pretending , that our die 
f WF rccory for Workhip is like an old Almanack , out of date, and print both, 


obſerved, neither in one Religions Office, nor another page 16, it ſeems 
this Gentlemans Horn is blown, as we vle to ſpeak, and finding it impoſ- 
ſible for him to be worſe than he is, or leſs regarded in what he ſays, he 
finds nothing too hard for him to aſſert? Is the Confeſſion of Faith, the 
larger, and thorter Catechiſm, with the Directory, and ſeverall other Par- 
ticulars annexed, and bound together, out. of Date, and Print, and ſo 
much diſregarded „as he gives out? Nay ſure the Stationers in Edmbargh, 
and every edler that has Books to ſell, can evidence the contrary of this; 
yea ye ſhall hardly find one Family, or Perſon that is Presbyterian, but 
Ms this Book, and many others have it, and bear a great reſpect to 


- Page 17. Paſſing ſome ſhamefull falſchoods abvutBaptiſm, I cannot but tale 
notice, that he lays it down, as an evident truth , that Presbyterian Mi- | 
niſters ex communicate from the Lords Table, all them of Prelaticall Priu- 

ciples. Enaugh has been ſaid of this already. But this Gentleman tells 2 
us of a Communion at Fertitomn in Galleway, and generally through the - 2 
„ ; Fd I 1 22 1 | : | Weft 5 Xs 
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Weſtern Shires , yea ſo particular is he, that he defies the Remarker to 

enquire at Mr. George Andrews, and Mr. James Hart at Edinburgh, if ever 

they uſed to de ſuch a thing? Now 1 was at the pains to enquire at theſe 


had it , to ſupport the Intereſt. 


two worthy Perſens, and they did indeed deny the Charge, and | nothing 
doubt, but after enquiry , it will be found. as falſe with relbect to Ert. 


town, in Galloway , and nothing can be more untrue, than to ſay, it- is 
generally done, through the Weſtern Shires. J am ſure, I am: well ac. 


quainted, with the Miniſters there, and all I have fpoke to, upon that 
head, do not only denie, that ever they did it, but that ever they were 
Witneſs to the doing of it: ſo that this tout tongued Gentleman deſerves 
well of the Party, ſeing ke could part with that which is deareſt, if he 

Page 18. He takes notice that the Remarker Page 3 3. had faid, that 
the firſt Prelats we had were conſecrated , and ſent from Exgland, in the 
Year 1610, and challenges the Author to defend, and bids him take the 
aſſiſtence of all the Presbyterians in the Nation. The Defence is eaſy, if 
no Man can be reckoned a Biſhop , till he be Conſecrated by Biſhops, 
then ſure we had no Proteftant Biſheps , untill the Year 1610. becauſe 
Sperſweed and his Fellows were the firſt, that were fo conſecrated at that 
time, as doth manifelily appear, from all our Records, and particularly, 
from Sperſweed; own Hiſtory. I do not ſay, ner did the Remarker pre- 
tend, that Sperſweod , and ſome others were not nominated by the King, 
and commonly called Biſhops of ſuch and ſuch Places, ſome ſhort time 
before they went up to London for conſecration , but that they were not 
Prelats till then, nor is it denyed, but that Boyd at Glaſgem, and ſome 
two or three more had that name of Biſhops, and were commonly called 
in derifion Talchan Biſops, and did enjoy ſome ſmall allowance of the 
Revenue to which, by the wflutnce of ſome great Men, they were raiſed!, 
that their advancers might enjoy the reſt of the Revenue, by a Tack from 
them, which in my opinion was the only reaſon of their Elevation, aſ- 
well as of the name, that was commonly given them; And as the grounds 
of that Politicall Advancement were baſe , and carnall, they ſoon fell 
to the ground. But had theſe Tulchan Z1hopts Prelaticall Authority and 
Juriſdiction? were they conſecrated by Brſhops? were they not ſubject. to 
the Presbyteries? and ſynods where they lived? and how they were cenſy» 
red, by the Judicatories, is aboundantly known, in the caſe of Adamſes 


at St. Awdrews, All which being confidered, and muck more might be 


faid, to pretend, that we had Prelats before the 1610. Is but to bewary 
enacquaintedneſs, with our affairs in theſe times, or ſome thing elfe, which 
I am unwillng te name: and as for what follows concerning the ſynod of 
Dort, 1 have given that account of it, which I know with reſpect 1 
| : | | | bytery 
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bytery already, and if any Man will be pleaſed to conſult the 30. and © 
31. pages of the Remarks pen the Caſe, in my Opinion, he ſhall find a 


very fair account of the Diſpoſition, and Inclination of the People 


with re ſpect to Presbytery there, and as for the other particular he takes 
notice of in the countrey Miniſters letter, I can make no ether. return 
to it, then is alraedy made Tolerariow Fence -Removed, page 36. And 
in my opinion the reterſen there with reſpect to open 'contempr of all 


Authority Ecclefiaſtick, or Civill, is full and home, and. ſuch as muſt + 


not be medled with, it was too hot for the P/un- Dealers Fingers,.as- 
well as our Authors, tho' nothing can be reckened fo, for his lips. And 
thus having ruined the Premiſſes, the concluſien which I find adjoincd 
to them, rather by a Phyſical, then a Logicall Connexion, page 20. muſt 
be reckoned, by all ſudictous Men, a Parcel of particulars, which the 
Aurhor heartily. wiſhes the world would believe of Presbyterians, and nor- 
ich as he, or any man is capable to fix upon them by any ſort of proof. 


7 
— Your Humble Servant. 


 POSTCRIPT. 


AR, you may remember, that Full aud Final Auſwer page 24. and 
25. our Plam-Dealer tels us a+ long ſtorie, of one Mr, lobn 
 eAmfley, and how he was firſt cheated, and tricked by the Pres- 
80 byteric of edlurgh, and particularly by Mr Gabril Semuples. 

to demit his Miniſtry att Oxnam, wich was a good living, as he terms 
it, and the more eaſily to engage him to this, as he pretends, the 


Presbyterians; aud particularly Mr Gabriel Semple promiſed to admit him to 


any other place, to which he ſhould get a call. However as is pretended 
he was (till unwilling, in regard he had the love of his People, a numerous 

family, and the Benefice' was conſiderably great, But knowing (ayes our 
Author) there was no contending with-them, he yelded at | laſt, but ſo 
ſoon as the Presbytry underſtood, that Hopi the Heritoxs , and 
Pariſhioners thereof were diſpoſed to give him a Call, rhey immediatly 
raiſed amoſt catumnious libe't againſt him Cc: But the word may once 
more know tlie temper of our Author, and what regard Men fhould 
have to his ſtories, 'and how well he deſerves the name of Plau. Dealer 
which hg has 'aflumed'to himſelf. I here ſubjoin the letter I receved from 
the Reverend, and worthy Mr Semple, a Servant Emincntly Honoured.of 
His Maſter, to gain Souls, and whe for his faithfulneſs to, and Zeal for God. 
has ſuffered much from adverſaries, and it ſeems he muſt not go without 
touch from our Plam-Dedlers tender hans. [. 2 Now = 
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22 wy c 0 180d me, ye had { Cas Pais hetia! tlie presbhrf e WP 


concerns that affair, which' ſhows the Malice of that Reflection, -elpec; 
« againſt me. I was then living in Eg/a:d, for this was before th 
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© Oxnam to them, whereupon the Commiſſiouners from the Farifh of. Oxnems 
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TPeaburgh,” was reflected on, and particularly my ſelf, 757 21 9 1 
8 20 of Oxname to dimit his chacge, upon a promiſe to provide bim 
< otherwiſe. ' I have ſent you here the extract of the c Ne that. 3 


c Affembly that tranſported me to ledburgh and before ever I ſaw,” or knew 4 I 
© ſuch a perfon. That party is at a great loſs, except with thoſe that lo 0% 
« to make 5 ckeir refugs. . 7: 0 e N 


1 


cr 1 #8 
s# * ou x * - nuts BN I 
7 4 


9 5 2 dburgh Wy 16th. 1703. ny * 
Here follows the Extract of the Presb "Op Den- 
bolme 1610 Fl 1690. l 1 
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0 ic which FI there was 4 Et ktex preſented to. this meet 
directed from Mr. hn - iff Miniſter at Oxnamy £5 ohm 
| Right Reverend the Moderator, and brethren of the: pace f 
Pede Aſſembled at Denholme, of date 14. duly: 1690 , 1 at 0 
bearing that, he haveing met with many Diſcouragements in O N 
touching his Miniſtry, the people having wholly... deſerred- 19 
refuled the Ordinances from him, ang therefor ſeeing! he was thereby 
rendered uncapable to do Seryce to God ln that place, he had ö 
time Thoughts of dimiting his Charge. But finding no Churck Jud icarcris 
« ſettled untill now, he therfore e£mbraccd the ti; , opertuniry, . and does 
« therefor by theſe Kight Reverend, lay down his charge in the Fariſh 


65 viz, Simon Eliot of Swiniſae Ha am Ju inc e: Ter c. took inſtruments 
« of his dimiſſion in the faid 7 ariſn Oxname und craved, that the Aur 2 
„might be declared vacant, which the Presbytery referred to the Syn | 
© Extracted forth cf the Joint Fresbyteries by. fo. Nich, Ohe A 
Things {peak fo powerfully here, that I need ſay nothing at alt only L ſup⸗ 

pole it is the Intreſt alwell, as the Duty of all. ferions, and. lober- pales 


of the Prelatick Perſwaſion to take this Gentelman to tak, lol. lie #w He 1 


Miſrepreſentations, and Farticularly, for this Erol, and "vhaceountable one, 


— Hate nunc Danaum Iyſidiat, & Crimine ob ano Phe ene. he 4 
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